Trans-Lake Washington Project

G
)

DISCUSSION DRAFT
Transportation Demand
Management Element of
Trans-Lake Multimodal

Alternatives

Prepared for

Washington State Department of Transportation
Office of Urban Mobility

401 Second Avenue South, Suite 300
Seattle, Washington 98104

Sound Transit

401 South Jackson Street
Seattle, Washington 98104

Prepared by

Trans-Lake Washington Project Team

Parametrix, Inc.
CH2M HILL
Parsons Brinckerhoff
Envirolssues
Puget Sound Transportation Consultants

May 11, 2001
Filing Code: 100700/E-File ID: 100700-PMX-1



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.

TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT ELEMENT

DRAFT DESCRIPTION .....uuuiiiiiiiiiiitiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeiiiieeeeeeeeeeiteeeteaaeeassseennsneeeeseeas 1-1]
n.1 INTRODUGCTION L.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeisiiiiirieeeeessesasssssssseeseeseessassrseereeesesamanssrseeesseeaannns 1-1]
n.2 GUIDANCE FROM THE TRANS-LAKE WASHINGTON STUDY ................... 1-1|
1.3 WORKING GUIDELINES FOR THE TDM ELEMENT ......ccccccooovviniiiiieniiinnns 1-2|
L4 KEY ASSUMPTIONS oo oeeesseenesseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 1-3|
.5 PROPOSED GOALSAND OBJECTIVES ..........ccooviiiiiiiiecciieiee e 1-4|
1.6 INITIAL DEFINITION OF THE TDM ELEMENT .....cooiiiiiiiiiiiee e 1-5|
N 1-6)|
[1.6.2 Employer-Based Trip REAUCLION ...........c..ccoueeereeeeeereeeeeeisieeersesseeesensenaeas 1-7|
[1.6.3 Public Information and PromoOtioN ..............ccceveueeveurereeeerieeereeseeeeeesenanas 1-9|
1.6.4 TDM-SUPPOITIVE LaNd USE.......ccccveueiieieeieeiieee e eeee et eeeseeeseeeneeas 1-11
1.6.5 Public/Private INItIatiVES. .......ooevieeeiieeceecee e 1-13
T 1-14|
1.7 INITIAL SUMMARY OF TDM COMPONENT EFFECTIVE AND COSTS....1-15|
.8 OTHER TDM-SUPPORTING ACTIONS........vvviiiiiiiiiieiiiic v 1-16
[.8.1 TDM-Supportive Services & FacilitieS ......oiuiiiiieireiiieieiesseeeseseeneeeeas 1-16
[1.8.2 Transportation Systems ManagemMent...........ccceeevevereeeeieesreieeeeeseeaeranas 1-17|
.9 ADDITIONAL ANALYSISSTEPS ...ttt e s sssnnvrreeeee e 1-19

LIST OF FIGURES

1 Sharesof SR-520 Cross-Lake Vehicle Tripsto/from Regional Locations............cccc.e....... 1-20

LIST OF TABLES

1 Trans-Lake Washington Study Study Committee Recommendations for Transportation
Demand Management (JUY 1999) ..........oovoooueeeeeeeeeeeeereeereeseeereereeseensesensesesersesessesseesnes 1-2|

P Proposed TDM Strategies by Trip Type and Management Effect ...........ccoocveevvevevennnnene... 1-6|
Existing Commute Trip Reduction Products and SErvices............cccveeveeeveecvecveeireeennenne. 1-10|

@ Initial Estimates of Costs and Eff ECHVENESS...........ovoveveeeeeeeeieieieeeeeeeee e 1-16|

7@5’ Trans-Lake Washington Project DRAFT DESCRIPTION

Qe Transportation Demand Management Element i April 17, 2001/E-File ID: 100700-PMX-1



1. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT ELEMENT
DRAFT DESCRIPTION

11 INTRODUCTION

This paper describes an initia set of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies to
be evaluated as an element of the multimodal alternatives for the Trans-Lake Washington
project. Thisisan interim step in the definition and analysis of the TDM element for each
aternative, considering the highway and transit actions that are also being proposed.

The TDM anaysis will provide comparative effectiveness information for TDM actions for each
of the multimodal alternatives. It will be based on an assessment of the travel markets served by
the different aternatives, including the relative opportunities and constraints for TDM for each.
The analysis will aso identify refinements and potential implementation approaches for TDM
for each of the alternatives. It isexpected that the TDM element will continue to be refined
throughout the evaluation process and into the EIS.

To provide the basis for the initial TDM element description, project staff researched the TDM
plans and programs of local jurisdictions and other transportation projectsin the region (see
Attachment 1). They also reviewed theinitial findings of the highway and high capacity transit
(HCT) modal analyses, which provided forecasts for future mode shifts that would occur with
and without new capital facilitiesin the SR 520 corridor. In particular, WSDOT’ s 1-405 EIS was
aprimary resource because it had already identified arange of TDM optionsto be applied at the
corridor level, including their potential costs and effectiveness. Other key resources included the
prior technical work supporting the Trans-Lake Washington Study, the 1995 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan (Puget Sound Regiona Council) and the current update, Destination 2030
(Draft). Finally, the project team aso involved local jurisdictions to determine which strategies
would be likely to have the most support for implementation.

1.2 GUIDANCE FROM THE TRANS-LAKE WASHINGTON STUDY

The Trans-Lake Washington Study (1999) produced a series of TDM recommendations that are
guiding the content and structure of the TDM element. The earlier study recommended that the
region build on its success in reducing work commute trips by single-occupant vehicles.
Another instruction was to analyze the potential benefits of making substantial investmentsin
TDM programs for the corridor. In addition, the study recommended establishing a “ corridor
management agreement” so that the responsibility for implementing the TDM element be shared
among all parties involved in determining the preferred alternative for the corridor.

The previous study’ s recommendations for TDM are provided in Table 1. The current TDM
element reflects these recommendations, except for the recommendation for pricing to be
considered only at aregional level. In thelast two years, the region has conducted an additional
study of its transportation pricing choices. The project’s committees have also indicated interest
in further analysis of the effect of pricing on the SR 520 corridor, both asa TDM strategy and as
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apotential funding resource. For these reasons, pricing is being evaluated asa TDM strategy for
the multimodal alternatives.

Table 1
Trans-Lake Washington Study
Study Committee Recommendations for Transportation Demand Management (July 1999)

® Transportation Demand Management (TDM) measures that build and expand on the region’s considerable
commitment and success in commute trip reduction programs should be analyzed in any environmental impact
analysis. The analysis should assess the impact of committing substantial resources toward TDM measures.
The analysis should include both land use actions and effective trip reduction measures, while enhancing
commercial traffic mobility. A list of potential TDM measures to be considered includes:

—  TDM support infrastructure and public mode support measures
—  Vanpooling

—  Employer-based strategies

— Alternative transportation products and services

—  Financial disincentives to driving alone

—  Land use strategies

® Inter-local corridor agreements should be developed and enhanced to implement TDM and Transportation
System Management (TSM) measures. Such inter-local agreements should include trip reduction goals with
milestones and monitoring plans, and funding to prepare and monitor implementation of trip reduction plans.
These recommendations anticipate cooperative leveraging of WSDOT and non-WSDOT funds, with involvement
of local and regional jurisdictions. They also encourage providing public incentives for implementing TDM, to be
carried out by the public and/or private sectors.

®  How we price transportation should be further studied on a regional, rather than on a corridor basis, consistent
with the Puget Sound Regional Council’s Pricing Task Force.

1.3 WORKING GUIDELINES FOR THE TDM ELEMENT

The TDM element should reflect the nature of the other transportation system investments being
considered for the Trans-Lake corridor, as well as the corridor’s past performance in transit/HOV
use. All of the alternatives are proposing improvementsin HOV and transit facilities across the
lake. TDM programs are intended to increase the value of these transportation system
investments by increasing their usage. The basic success of TDM hinges on whether or not
people have areasonable option to travel any other way besides driving alone.

What istransportation efficiency?

Although efficient transportation can be arelative concept, effectiveness for the TDM program is
measured at the public rather than individual level. When people drive alone at peak periods,
their vehicle is taking room on the public highway at atime when it is most likely to be full, yet
only one person will benefit from that vehicle trip. This*one vehicle, one person” ratio would
be considered the least efficient use of a highway when it is highly burdened. By encouraging
people to consider other options to driving alone, particularly in peak periods, the transportation
system can improve its efficiency, either by reducing the number of vehicles, or by increasing
the number of people per vehicle.
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The Puget Sound region’s current transportation system investment strategy reflects this idea of
efficiency. The region favorsimprovements in facilities and services that will make alternative
modes more available and competitive. For instance, the region places a priority on HOV lanes
and transit services and facilities that connect activity centers and allow transit riders,
vanpoolers, and carpoolersto travel quickly through congested areas.

Transportation Infrastructure and TDM Effectiveness

The effectiveness of the TDM program will be directly affected by the transportation
infrastructure that will be provided in the SR 520 corridor. Travel timeisacritical factor for
travel behavior, affecting where and by what mode someone will travel. More people will
choose HOV or transit if facilities and services can improve HOV and transit times to levels that
compete with general purpose travel. For instance SR 520 currently has an incomplete HOV
system, but the existing HOV lanes still offer a substantial travel time advantage to transit and
carpool vehicles. This project is considering alternatives that could further improve the
attractiveness of transit and HOV use, as well as non-motorized travel. The current Trans-Lake
alternatives are considering:

¢ Completion of HOV facilities across the lake.

¢ Improved transit service across the lake on SR 520 and 1-90, either by HCT or improved bus
service levels and travel times.

* Improved access to transit stations and park-and-rides.

¢ Completion of bicycle and pedestrian facilities along the corridor.

Other complementary infrastructure in areas near the SR 520 corridor could also affect the
attractiveness of transit, ridesharing, and walking or bicycling for Trans-Lake travel. For
instance, the level of local transit service, local bicycle and pedestrian linkages, and arterial HOV
systems also will improve access and travel times for alternative modes.

1.4 KEY ASSUMPTIONS

The TDM element for Trans-Lake aso assumes that it will be building on the region’s existing
TDM infrastructure. The major assumptions are:

e Existing TDM programswill continue and/or expand to meet market demand

The major programs that are assumed to continue are: Commute Trip Reduction Program; the
Regional Ridematch System; Transportation Management A ssociations in Redmond, Bothell and
Downtown Bellevue; vanpool programs operated by King County Metro and Community
Transit; Commuter Challenge program to increase telecommuting. A full list of the current
programs and activitiesin the study areaisincluded in Attachment 1.
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e Existing transit serviceswill continue and/or expand to meet market demand

Thetravel demand forecasts for the project incorporate the assumption that transit service levels
will be increased at |east proportionate to population and employment growth in the region. For
No Action, thisinvolves a service level increase of approximately 25%, compared to a 1995
baseline.

* TheTDM element must be flexible, measurable and adjustable

Travel Demand Management is an evolving practice. New strategies will emerge, and greater
amounts of information will be developed through the planning and implementation of this
project. For Trans-Lake, this suggests that an “adaptive management” approach may be the best
way to progressively define and implement the TDM element. This approach would set initial
targets for corridor performance, identify funding commitments, and include a schedule for
monitoring and adjusting the TDM investments.

The program would have the flexibility to respond to emerging opportunities to evaluate and
improve its effectiveness. For instance, construction periods may require the highest level of
TDM resources, alowing an early opportunity to “try out” strategies for agiven period. The
results of the construction period program can then be used to implement other programs, and to
adjust the balance of strategies used in the corridor. Demonstration projects can aso be used to
help establish the potential benefits of new or emerging strategies before they are applied
throughout the corridor. This “adaptive management” approach requires ongoing monitoring
and evaluation, and a structure that will allow the corridor stakeholdersto redirect resources. For
example, a“ SR 520 travel demand management board” could be established to oversee the
periodic review and adjustment of the TDM program, and to recommend local projects for
implementation.

* A corridor agreement or corridor management plan will be used to guide TDM element
implementation

This agreement would include the overall corridor performance goals and the interjurisdictional
roles and responsibilities for implementing the TDM program. It could also include performance
targets, monitoring plans, and facility development or service implementation milestones, as
determined by the corridor participants. Other features would be statements of policy or
memorandums of understanding on the TDM supporting actions of the different jurisdictions on
the corridor.

15 PROPOSED GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

One of the challenges in defining a corridor-based TDM program is the lack of examples with
similar goals and objectives. Most TDM programs, including those of the Puget Sound, are
regionally or locally based. The programs may target specific kinds of trips (such as work trips)
or certain locations (downtown Bellevue, the University area, or the new stadium district). Inall
of these cases, the benefits are not measured in terms of reduced trips on a specific corridor.
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The [-405 EIS project, as noted above, has recently developed a TDM component that focuses on
abroader corridor which also includes arterial streets and a substantial set of transit
improvements (TDM Component Case Study, January 2001). As1-405 and SR 520 overlap in
their areas served, they share many of the same goals. The Puget Sound Regional Council,
through Destination 2030, is also proposing a substantial increase in the resources devoted to
TDM programs (March 2001 Draft). Both of these plansinvolve larger scale programs with
many separate actions and project. They provide a starting point for Trans-Lake, but the project
will still need to evaluate whether specific programs can be targeted to improve mobility on the
SR 520 corridor, or if they would be as effective if they remained on aregional or localized
level.

The following goals and objectives are suggested to help refine the strategies and their relative
emphasis:

Goals

* Improve corridor mobility by effectively managing demand

* Improve efficiency of transportation system

¢ Apply resources to maximize mobility benefits to the corridor

¢ Complement regional, corridor and local transportation programs
Objectives

* Reduce vehicle trips by increasing market share of carpools, transit, vanpools and non-
motorized modes

¢ Shift vehicle trips from peak times

¢ Shorten or eliminate vehicle trips

1.6 INITIAL DEFINITION OF THE TDM ELEMENT

Table 2 identifies the major categories of strategies proposed to manage transportation demand
in the SR 520 corridor. The table shows the strategies along with the trip types that could be
affected (work trips, non-work trips and commercial trips). It also shows how trip behavior
could change (a shift in mode, a shift in travel time, or areduction in the amount or the length of
vehicletrips made.) The strategies are described in more detail following the table.
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Table 2
Proposed TDM Strategies
by Trip Type and Management Effect

TDM Element Type of Trip Management Effect
Work Non- Commercial Shift Shift To Shorten
Work Mode Off-Peak or
Eliminate
Vanpooling O 0
Public Information and O 0 O
Promotion
Employer-Based O 0 0 0
TDM-Supportive O O O
Land Use
Public/Private Initiatives
Pricing (Tolls or other
travel costs)

16.1

Vanpooling

* Target Market: Work commute trips on SR 520.

¢ Objective: Substantially increase the market share of vanpools for work-related trips along

the SR 520 corridor.

Key Elements

¢ Make vanpools easier to form and use, including through start-up subsidies and through
improved marketing and information services.

* Provideincentives to employers and individuals for using vanpools, including tax credits,
rebates, and value-added promotions. Include owner-operated vanpools as well as vanpools
through aregional provider.

¢ Ensure vanpool fleets and supporting services can meet the demand for vanpool use.
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Discussion

Vanpooling has been a successful TDM strategy in thisregion for the last 20 years, particularly
in reducing trips to or from lower density urban or suburban areas with lower levels of transit
service. Vanpooling use could be expanded in many ways, including increased marketing and
promotion of vanpool services; incentives and financing programs for additional owner-operated
vanpools; and organizing a regional or subregional vanpool operators consortium to provide
cooperative van maintenance, driver training and insurance premiums. Vanpool use could also
be encouraged through related TDM strategies such asimproved ridematch services, employer-
based programs, and through preferential pricing for parking or facility tolls. The presence of
HOV facilities also provides a critical incentive for vanpool use.

Based gn arecent vanpool market analysis performed for WSDOT OUM TDM Resource
Center, and on related surveysin the region, vanpools currently serve only a fraction of their
potential market. Current use in the region is estimated to be 2% of the commute market. The
use of vanpoolsin the region has grown more than 60% from 1995 to 1999. Recognizing the
potential for this market, the 1-405 EIS TDM element proposed a four-fold expansion of vanpool
use. Similarly, Destination 2030 proposes doubling the vanpools market share in the region.

1.6.2 Employer-Based Trip Reduction
e Target Market: Work commute trips on SR 520.

¢ Objective: Build on the region’s success with Commute Trip Reduction (CTR) programs by
expanding services and programs and targeting al employers.

Key Elements

¢ Support continued trip reductions in employers currently covered by the CTR law.

¢ Expand commute trip reduction on avoluntary basis to employers and organizations not
currently covered by CTR law, which requires programs for employers with 100 employees
or more.

e Support the further development of existing Transportation Management Associations
(TMA) within the corridor, and encourage the development of new TMASsin areas with a
substantial number of employers.

* Provide funding for incentives and subsidy programs for participating employers, including
incentives that can be passed directly to employees.

! Puget Sound Regional Market Assessment Final Report for the Washington State Department of Transportation.
2Plus Partnersin Transportation. September 5, 2000.
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* Encourage flexible work schedule and location options, including telecommuting.
Discussion

This category would build on the set of programs that have been used to comply with the CTR
law of 1991, but would expand the programs to also serve employers not currently covered by
the CTR law. CTR isthe mgor TDM strategy that has been implemented in the Trans-Lake
area, and it has one of the best-documented success rates. Attachment 1 includes atechnical
memorandum on existing TDM programs in the corridor, with more detail on the trip reduction
rates that were achieved through CTR.

A substantial range of approaches has been developed by jurisdictions and businesses to meet
State CTR requirements. Several complementary programs have aso been developed to meet
localized conditions of approval for development projects. These include transportation
management associations; alternative work schedules; parking management; carpool, vanpool,
and transit subsidies; and guaranteed ride home programs.

The state CTR law is assumed to continue to apply to employers with 100 or more employees,
with agoal of 35% reductionin SOV/VMT by 2005. Although new state goals for trip reduction
have not been imposed for further years, Destination 2030 has proposed that a reduction of 40%
be achieved by 2030 for CTR employers.

For employers not currently covered by CTR (those with fewer than 100 employees or those
whose employees do not regularly begin between 6 and 9 am.), the program would be voluntary
but could still result in a substantial reduction of trips. For example, Destination 2030 proposes a
reduction of 20% for other employers.

Transportation Management Associations. A key part of this strategy would be to support the
further development of Transportation Management Associations (TMAS), which provide
servicestargeted to individual employers and geographic areas. These associations have played
asubstantial role in accomplishing TDM actionsin severa parts of the corridor. The activities
of TMAs include information, training, and education; services to support ridematching,
vanpools, and guaranteed ride home; advocacy for improved transportation systems; and
assistance with regulatory compliance.

Redmond provides CTR management and support through the Greater Redmond TMA, which
had approximately 170 corporate participantsin 1999 and is continuing to grow. The TMA is
now expanding its service areas to include the Bellevue/Overlake area, and it provides assistance
aswell as direct administration of employer programs for CTR. The other corridor jurisdictions
with CTR programs contract with King County Metro for services.

A TMA aso exists for downtown Bellevue, although the services and focus are not exclusively
for CTR compliance. TransManage, a private, non-profit TMA operated by the Bellevue
Downtown Association, provides marketing and management services to help reduce vehicle
use. Thelevel of participation is determined through the project development permitting
requirements of the city.
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Financial Incentives. The strategy would support incentives to employers and employees who
take trip reducing actions. Employers who participate in CTR programs could receive tax
credits, with potentially higher credits for higher levels of trip reduction. They could also
receive reimbursements for discounted Flexpasses or for parking cashout programs, which can
reward employees who do not use employer-provided or empl %Yer subsidized parking. Other
innovative strategies focusing on work trips are a'so emerging.= The list of the existing services
and products available to employers to reduce commute tripsis provided in Table 3. Many of
these options are supported by services available through King County Metro or the TMAS.

Aswith vanpooling, other TDM strategies and highway and transit improvements could increase
the effectiveness of employer-based programs. This includes expanded information systems for
travel planning and ridesharing, the use of parking charges or tolls, and the travel time incentive
of HOV lanes or HCT. Other supporting services and facilities could also improve effectiveness.
For instance, rail transit facilities on Trans-Lake corridors could be complemented by frequent
transit service between major employment/residential centers and rail stations. Pedestrian-
oriented development around station areas could also encourage use.

1.6.3 Public Information and Promotion

e Target Market: All tripson SR 520.

* Objectives:. Improve people s awareness of their trip-making options, and improve their
access to high-quality information about ridesharing, carpooling, vanpools, transit and other
modes within the corridor. Promote and deliver information about the corridor’s
transportation services in a seamless way.

Key Elements

¢ Traveler Information System(s), including interactive ridematch and transit information, and
use of telecommunications and internet technologies. Also with up-to-date information on
transportation projects and services in the corridor.

* Personalized trip planning assistance, including for transit and intermodal connections.

¢ Linksto complementary Intelligent Transportation Systems investments (see section 1.3.2)

e Specia promotions or incentives, similar to King County Metro’s FlexPerks discounts.

The State of Maryland offersa“Live Near Y our Work” program that provides a $3,000 subsidy to employees
who buy homes near their workplaces, supported by a free monthly transit pass program. In this program, the
employer and the local jurisdiction are partners with the state, and the employer is eligible for atax credit for
contributing to the subsidy.
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Table 3

Existing Commute Trip Reduction Products and Services

Product or Service

Description

Alternative Work
Schedules

Compressed or flexible work schedules allowing employees to work longer
hours in fewer days.

Biking and Walking

Alternative commute mode that can be subsidized.

Business Use of Vans

A program making King County Metro commuter vans available for use by
employees (at that worksite) during the business day.

Carsharing

A convenient and economical alternative to owning a personal vehicle.

Commuter Bonus

A non-taxable voucher program that encourages employees to take the
bus, a vanpool, or a ferry.

Commuter Bonus Plus

A voucher program to encourage employees to commute by carpool, or
walking and biking.

Carpools

Alternative commute mode that can be subsidized.

Custom Bus

A special service for areas with limited bus service.

Ridematching

A recently upgraded and expanded computerized ridematching service to
encourage employees to “share the ride.”

Flex Pass

A comprehensive discount pass program that can be customized to
include commute incentives.

Home Free Guarantee

A program that ensures an emergency ride home for employees using
alternative commute modes.

Parking Cash-Out

A program for offering employees a choice between a subsidized parking
space and cash.

Pass Subsidy

A variety of options for businesses interested in purchasing employee
transit passes.

Preferential Parking

Program that reserves worksite parking spaces for those employees
commuting by carpool and vanpool.

Ridematch

A computerized ridematching database and mapping service.

Rideshare Plus

A customized service approach for carpool and vanpool information that
employers can contract for.

Vanpools

A program that supplies vans to groups of employees to share.

Discussion

Travel information in the corridor comes from a variety of different jurisdictions, service

providers, and agencies. It isnot aways easy for atraveler to understand the travel choices that
are available. This strategy would support actions to improve the quality of information that is

provided, increase atraveler’ s awareness of different modes, and make it easier for them to use
the modes. Incentives for the use of alternative modes could also be included in this strategy.

Information Systems. This option would support actions to improve and integrate traveler
information systems in the corridor. This could include both the devel opment and transmissions
of traveler information. Special websites or toll-free numbers to provide easily accessible
current information on transit routes and services, highway conditions, ridesharing, and other
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systems. The systems could either consolidate certain kinds of information, or provide a central
point that connects travelers to information from several sources.

Dynamic ridesharing systems could also be further developed and promoted. These systems
would make up-to-date or even real-time information available to potential carpool or vanpool
participants, allowing them to rideshare more flexibly. Improvementsin this area could expand
the market for ridesharing (currently used most often for work trips) and also extend it to trips
made for special events or on aless frequent basis, depending on atraveler’ s needs. Initial
versions of these systems, focused on work trips, have been developed by the Greater Redmond
TMA, and are now being used on aregional basis by King County Metro.

Other options could invest in interactive tools that could keep track of individual travel needs
and interests. For instance, personalized “trip update” messages could be sent to customers
through email or instant messaging. For those who require person-to-person communication,
additional staffing at TMAS, local jurisdictions, or transit agencies could provide individualized
trip planning assistance for corridor users.

A variety of Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) tools could be used to collect and distribute
information to corridor users. TEA-21 now requires that states and metropolitan areas define
these plansin detail, and Destination 2030 proposes substantial new funding. Through these
systems, the quality of information available to corridor travelers would be greatly improved.
Funding support to help devel op these systems or focus them on the corridor could be considered
as part of this strategy.

Public Education and Promotion. Corridor-wide or regiona education, marketing, and
promotion programs could also be employed to educate the public and promote travel
aternatives. Thisoption could use arange of mediaaswell as special events to reach the
traveling public. Another option would be to provide support for cooperative campaigns
combining the messages of different parties with interestsin the corridor. King County Metro
and Sound Transit have employed similar approaches with avariety of partners. For example, a
campaign promoting the Mariners at Safeco Field could promote rideshare or transit as an option
to reach the event.

1.6.4 TDM-Supportive Land Use

e Target Market: All Tripson SR 520.

Key Elements

¢ Support local and regional efforts to devel op transportation-efficient land uses, primarily in
areas with a strong relationship to travel on the SR 520 corridor.

¢ Support transit oriented devel opments

* Provideincentivesfor individuals and businesses to develop in or locate in transportation-
efficient aress.
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¢ Provide funding support for local connectivity improvements and livable streets projects,
including bicycle lanes, sidewalks or other pedestrian facilities; focusing primarily on urban
activity centers or near major transit facilities serving the corridor.

* Provide support for parking supply management programs.
Discussion

This strategy would support regional and local actions to target future growth to urban centers,
suburban clusters, key arterials, and transit stations/centers. These higher-density areas would
typically include amix office, retail, commercial, and residential development within business
districts and activity centers, al within walking distance of transit services. Currently designated
urban centers with substantial trips sharesin the corridor are Bellevue downtown, Redmond
downtown, and in Seattle—Northgate, University District, First Hill/Capitol Hill, Seattle Center,
and Seattle downtown. However, there are other areas that could aso be targeted, including
Central Kirkland, South Kirkland, Totem Lake, and Overlake, where transit-oriented
developments could be encouraged.

Urban Centers. An urban center isintended to make access and circulation more efficient, and
to reduce the need for automobile trips to reach work, recreation, or personal destinations.
Where adiverse mix of uses exists, people are more likely to rely on transit, walking, carpools,
or cycling as their transportation mode choice. Urban forms of this kind would aso encourage
several tripsto be connected or “chained,” but not necessarily require an automobile.
Ridesharers, transit users, bicyclists, and pedestrians would be able to run errands from
employment sites without reliance on automobiles. With housing located in the center, as well
as nearby, some people will be able to walk to work, or they can more easily use transit to reach
an employment site in another target area.

Under this option, the project could provide funding and technical resources to encourage and
support the further development of these centers. In terms of technical resources, jurisdictions
could receive assistance in reviewing the comprehensive plan policies and zoning regulations
that may be needed. Rezoning near the centersto allow increased residential densities may also
be needed. Jurisdictions could also apply for funding support to develop master plans for
targeted areas, which could help streamline individual development permitting and reduce
project development costs. Other funding or tools could support the development of these areas,
including special incentive zones.

Transit-oriented Development (TOD). This option would provide technical support for the
planning of TOD, as well as funding support or increased tools to help jurisdictions implement
TOD projects. These developments usually involve amix of residential, retail, and office uses
and a supporting network of roads, bicycles, and pedestrian ways focused on amajor transit
facility—all designed to support a high level of transit use. In the Trans-Lake study area, TOD
would be situated around light-rail stations, and express-bus stops and transit stations, transfer
centers and park-and-rides. Generally the retail uses would support the loca commuter—dry
cleaners, grocery store, drug store, day-care facilities, coffee shop. In TOD, design elements that
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encourage transit use are important. These include sidewalks and bike/jog trails separated from
roadways, well-marked pedestrian crossings, and a welcoming environment with human features
such as shade trees and storefronts opening onto the street.

Developer/Business I ncentives. Businesses or individuals could receive credits or incentives
for developing or locating in transportation-efficient areas. These incentives would be primarily
at the discretion of the local jurisdictions and the corridor partners. Support from the project
would include technical assistance in developing incentive mechanisms. Funding support would
require additional coordination among corridor participants, but project funds could be part of an
overall package that would also include supporting funds or financial strategies available at the
regional or state level. Example incentives include tax exemption, deferral and abatement
programs; Floor arearatio (F.A.R) and density bonuses; minimum parking bonuses; transfer of
development rights; reduced impact fees; streamlined permitting; B& O tax reductions; and
accelerated permitting and review.

Local Connectiong/Livable Streets. This option would support projects that improved non-
motorized connections and other amenities that allow and encourage biking and walking,
particularly two and from major transit stations or to and within urban centers and other target
areas. Typical candidates would include sidewalks, bikeways, and trails near TOD centers and
target areas, as well as open space, parks and traffic caming projects. These projects would be
expected to be smaller in scale or, if larger, would involve avariety of other funding partners.

Parking Management Programs. This option would support jurisdictional actions managing
the supply and location and demand of parking. The City of Seattle and others are currently
integrating parking management considerations as part of neighborhood and subarea plans. The
tools available include reducing or eliminating minimum parking requirements, setting
maximum parking standards, on street parking, shared parking, and parking permit zones.

1.6.5 Public/Private Initiatives

Target Market: All trips on SR 520, including commute, commercial/business, recreational,
and personal.

Objective: Promote trip-reduction partnerships between corridor jurisdictions, businesses and
organizations, using a combination of technical support, incentives and shared promotion.

Key Elements

* Provide support and incentives to businesses and organizations to reduce vehicle trips by
their patrons, suppliers, or others, and/or shift trips to off-peak.

* Provide technical assistance and promotion to techniques that could be applied for uses such
as housing developments, retail and entertainment centers, special event facilities, and
businesses.
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¢ Support freight management programs and projects, including those that shifted the time,
mode or route of freight.

¢ Support individual incentive programs such as location-efficient mortgages or “One Less
Car” campaigns.

¢ Provide funding for innovative public/private partnerships such as leased lots to support
carpools, special event ridesharing, or shuttles.

Discussion

Although non-commute trips make up a substantial share of the demand for travel on SR 520, it
involves a greater variety of trips by purpose, destination, and time. Because this variety makes
non-commuite trips a difficult market to target, few TDM programs specifically address non-
commute trips. However, avariety of programs are available that could be effective in reducing
trips, and there are also opportunities to complement local and regional planning and
development goals. For instance, goals for affordable housing could be supported by programs
to provide transportation-efficient mortgages in areas in or near transit facilities or in compact
centers.

In many cases, technical support and incentives would likely be combined to identify the most
promising actions for different locations and businesses or organizationsin the corridor. This
would include both new developments as well as improvements to existing developments.
Demonstration projects or targeted campaigns could also be used to help further evaluate which
actions provided the best resultsin trip reduction while still supporting the core goals of the
participating businesses and organizations.

1.6.6 Pricing

e Target Market: All tripson SR 520

¢ Objective: Use cost factors to encourage travelers to consider true travel costsin trip
making decisions. Reduce the demand for general purpose trips, and increase the

attractiveness of transit and HOV modes. Reduce the potential for “latent demand,” whichis
the tendency for new tripsto be created if more capacity in the corridor becomes available.

Key Elements
* Assume that vehicle trips on SR 520 will involve increased costs to the traveler.
¢ Consider techniques that target demand by mode, time of day, and/or the level of congestion.

* Discussthe relative demand effects of tolls, mileage fees, fuel pricing, vehicle fees, HOT
lanes, and parking costs.
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Discussion

Although the previous study recommended that pricing be considered as aregional rather than a
corridor solution, public comments and the project committees have indicated a strong interest in
studying the effects of pricing asa TDM strategy. Over the last two years, the Puget Sound
Regiona Council, the Blue Ribbon Commission on Transportation and others have been actively
discussing transportation pricing strategies in this region and the state. PSRC’s most recent
recommendations are that pricing be considered at the corridor level. Their research and
discussions are major sources for options that could be considered in this category. However,
the SR 520 corridor, particularly for the segment crossing the lake, has several unique
characteristics that may set it apart from other regional facilities.

Other major sources include “Road Relief—Tax and Pricing Shifts for a Fairer, Cleaner, and
Less Congested Transportation System in Washington State,” published by the Energy Outreach
Center in 1998. The report provides a comprehensive summary of various pricing strategies and
their potential effectiveness. Among the options that will be considered for their trip reduction
potential:

Fuel Based Pricing (applied at least regionally)

Increase motor vehicle fuel tax.

Extend retail salestax to motor vehicle fuel.
Carbon tax.

* Increase the hazardous substances tax.

Area or Facility Pricing (either for the corridor, regionally or subregionally)

* Toll facilities.

* Automatic vehicle information (electronic “tag”) fees.

e Congestion pricing and HOT (pricing increases relative to demand for the facility).
*  On-vehicle metering or mileage fees.

Vehicle or Ownership Based Pricing (applied at |east regionally)

¢ Purchase taxes.
* Licensefees.
* Vehicle userestrictions.

1.7 INITIAL SUMMARY OF TDM COMPONENT EFFECTIVE AND COSTS

Theinitia review of costs and effectiveness ranges is based largely on other sources, including
the 1-405 Project, Destination 2030, and the previous Trans-Lake Washington Study. In general,
these effectiveness ranges were drawn from regional and national data and literature, including
case studies, to provide comparative estimates of trip reduction. However, the methods,
locations, and actual actions involved in the source data vary. When the results are applied to an
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individual corridor such as SR 520, these estimates may over- or underpredict the effectiveness
of aparticular strategy.

The cost and effectiveness estimates provided an initial means to define the level of resources
that would be anticipated to implement the TDM component of a Trans-Lake multimodal
aternative. Using the most recent corridor analysis information, including transportation
forecasts and existing conditions data, the project team will evaluate how specific corridor
characteristics could affect the effectiveness or costs of a given strategy.

Theindividual strategies are designed to work together with other strategies and with
complementary system investments. In most cases, the effectiveness of a given strategy could be
much lower if it were implemented alone, without other investments and strategies.

Table 4
Initial Estimates of Costs and Effectiveness

Effectiveness Estimates**
TDM Element 20-year Costs* (Reduction in Daily VMT)
Vanpooling $60 Million to $160 Million Up to 8% by worksite
+2.5% with fare subsidy
Public Information and Promotion $10 Million to $30 Million 0.25% to 0.75%***
Employer-Based $90 Million to $180 Million 2 to 20% by worksite
TDM-Supportive Land Use $20 Million to $60 Million Up to 10% in subareas, and up to
50% of peak work trips
Other Public/Private Initiatives $40 Million to $80 Million Undetermined
Pricing (Tolls or other travel costs) Revenue generation 6 to 10%
Trip Reduction Monitoring $2 million N/A
TOTAL $250 Million to $500 million To be determined
* 1-405 EIS and PSRC Destination 2030 (Draft) as general sources. Cost estimates for Trans-lake will be developed based

on additional analysis.
**  Based on previous Trans-Lake Washington Study estimates.
**  Based on |-405 EIS estimates

1.8 OTHER TDM-SUPPORTING ACTIONS

The TDM element does not currently contain other actions and investments that could support
the reduction of vehicle trips on the Trans-Lake corridor. Some of these could be included in the
overall definition of an alternative (for instance as part of the highway or transit elements), or
they could be considered at aregional or separate project level.

1.8.1 TDM-Supportive Services & Facilities

A Trans-lake aternative could include additional local measures to improve access and
attractiveness to regional HOV and transit systems. Thiswould be a different approach than the
TDM categories listed above because it would directly affect the actual service levels offered by
transit. It isalso different than the currently proposed HCT and highway elements, which focus
primarily on cross-lake connections as part of aregional system.
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Key Elements

* Provide funding resources to improve or expand park-and-rides, shuttles, and other local
transit services in underserved or over-capacity areas. Focus particularly on short-term
actions that address emerging needs in the corridor, such as during the project’ s construction
period.

* Provide flexible resources to respond to the service or infrastructure needs that emerge
during the implementation of other TDM strategies.

* Work cooperatively at the regional level to help develop transit service plans and capital
projects that address changing characteristics in the corridor.

Discussion

Although transit services and facilities can be comparatively higher cost items than traditional
TDM strategies, they remain important factors in the overall success of acorridor TDM program.
For instance, a program that promotes the use of alternative modes through a combination of the
strategies listed above could still fail if the demand for transit or supporting facilities cannot be
met. Transit agencies and local jurisdictions often lack the ability to quickly implement new
services to respond to these emerging needs. Recent surveysin the region and nationally list
frequency and location of transit service as one of the top factors for people who are considering
optionsto driving alone.

This option could be included in the multimodal definition either as a commitment to specific
services, or to establish aflexible resource that could be applied to address local and corridor
service issuesin the corridor.

1.8.2 Transportation Systems Management

Transportation system management measures can also support TDM goals by reducing
congestion and improving transit and HOV travel times. Although these programs would not be
directly included in the TDM element, further design efforts for the highway and transit elements
of the alternatives would include some TSM approaches. Other TSM programs would be more
regional in nature. Major types of TSM include:

* Freeway Management and Operations. Technologies to control operations as well as
provide guidance and warning of traffic to improve operations on freeways. Examplesrange
from ramp meters to variable message signs, to highway operations control centers.

¢ Arterial Operationsand Traffic Control Systems. Systems that integrate and apply
advanced technologies to improve the operation of arterial and other surface streets.
Examplesinclude transit priority signals, queue bypass, and interconnected signal systems.
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¢ Traveler Information. Programs that develop shared high-tech infrastructure and standards
to help gather transportation data from the regional transportation providers and adapt it meet
the needs of travelers.

* Transt Fleet Management. Automated systems that perform monitoring and data
collection of transit system performance, allowing agencies to continuously optimize the
routing and scheduling of their vehicles to improve service and reduce costs.

In the Puget Sound region, The University of Washington, WSDOT, and other local and regional
agencies have been working cooperatively to develop TSM programs, many of which would
complement TDM efforts focused on the Trans-Lake corridor. Examplesinclude:

*  MyBus— An internet-based system that allows travelersin the region to identify when their
buses will arrive, based on schedule and real-time information.

* Parking — A system that lets travelers check the parking availability at key destinations
(Seattle Center) before leaving home.

¢ TDAD - A database of TMS information to assist researchers and planners. Availableviaa
web-based query interface.

* Busview — A system designed to display real-time transit locations on a variety of computing
and operating system platforms.

¢ Transit Watch - The development of an Advanced Public Transit System/Advanced Traveler
Information System (APTS/ATIS), that provides the location of transit vehiclesin real time
on adisplay at atransit transfer facility.

¢ Trafchan - The development of atraffic information channel which includes congestion maps
and real-time video images from surveillance cameras.

¢ |TS Backbone - The development of aregional TS backbone that allows agencies and
organizations to share real-time data on current traffic conditions.

* SST - The development of systems that support dynamic ridesharing - carpooling on demand.

* TrafNet - The development of an application to display real-time, Seattle areatraffic
conditions on personal computers.

¢ Thedevelopment of wireless delivery systems that allow travelers to receive traffic
information when and where they need it.
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1.9 ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS STEPS

Figure 1 provides a summary of where tripsin the corridor have been focused by area. Thisand
other information is being used to help develop the most reasonable areas for more detailed
analysis. The areasthat will be reviewed for current and project potential in reducing vehicle
trips on the corridor are:

e Downtown Seattle
¢ Downtown Bellevue
* Univerdity District
¢ Downtown Redmond

¢ Overlake

¢ Centra Seattle
* North Seattle
¢ Kirkland

In the analysis of these areas, effectiveness estimates for the various strategies will be compared
to current and forecast corridor conditions. Key datainclude:

* Vehicle and person trip volumes.

e Existing and planned services/facilities.

¢ Existing and forecast mode shares.

¢ Origin/destination patterns.

* Vehiclemilestraveled and vehicle hours traveled.

* Trip purpose and trip length.

* Travel time/speed competitiveness.

¢ Population and employment growth plans by subarea.
¢ CTR databy subarea.

¢ Opinion and travel behavior surveys.
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Travel Demand Management (TDM) refers to the range of actions and strategies that aim to reduce
single-occupant vehicle (SOV) travel. Theintent of TDM actionsis to reduce the demand for vehicle
travel, rather than increase roadway capacity, to meet overall travel demands. In some cases, however,
system or capacity enhancements can be TDM supportive. Improvements such asincreased transit
service or high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) facilities, while not TDM measures, are supportive of TDM in
that they provide improved service or travel opportunities for non-SOV modes.

Most TDM efforts in the Puget Sound region have been focused on reducing demand through programs
or actions aimed at employment sites. The primary effort has been the implementation of the Commute
Trip Reduction (CTR) Act. CTR isastatewide program aimed at reducing commute trips made by
employees at major employment sites. Within the TransLake study area, the cities of Bellevue, Issaguah,
Kirkland, Mercer Island, Redmond, and Sesattle al administer CTR programs.

More recently, TDM programs aimed at communities and residences have been implemented. Many of
these programs tend to be focused on marketing or providing information to individuals and
neighborhood groups regarding alternative travel modes. A few recent pilot TDM programs, such as
King County’s FlexCar, involve more substantial innovation and investment.

The following sections detail TDM effortsin place or planned for implementation soon within the study
area of the Trans-L ake Washington Project.

Commute Trip Reduction

CTR isastatewide program aimed at reducing commute trips at major employment sites. While
implemented at alocal level, CTR is governed by the Commute Trip Reduction Act adopted by the
Washington State Legidaturein 1991. This act defines which employers are affected under the law,
outlines basic requirements, and establishes procedures to track progress towards meeting the stated
requirements.

The CTR program is administered by WSDOT' s Public Transportation and Rail Division. In addition to
overseeing implementation of CTR throughout the state, WSDOT provides various types of support to
employers and jurisdictions that are affected by the CTR act. The current Rideshare Subsidy Grant is one
of several grant programs available to CTR affected employers that WSDOT has administered over the
past severa years. These grants provide funds on a competitive basis to employers to enhance or expand
their CTR programs. Additionally, WSDOT provides CTR assistance funds to each jurisdiction to
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM (Continued)

administrative costs of implementing CTR. Thelevel of funding provided to each jurisdiction varies by
the number of affected worksites. Table 1 summarizes the number of CTR worksites, aswell asthe
number of affected employees at each work site, for each jurisdiction in the study area.

Tablel
CTR Affected Worksites and Employees
1993 1995 1997 1999 Change: 1999-1995
CTR Sites Employees| CTR Sites Employees CTR Sites Employees| CTR Sites Employeesi CTR Sites CTR Sites|
Bellevue 22 12,637 21 12,433 39 19,736 51 22,519 +29 +9,882
| ssaquah 2 546 2 546 5 3,300 6 4,950 +4 +4,404
Kirkland 5 1,566 5 1,566 10 2,746 16 4,399 +11 +2,833
Mercer Island * 3 982 3 982 +0 0
Redmond 10 3,681 10 3,681 24 22,057 33 29,097 +23 +25,416|
Secttle 123 55,785 122 55,569 198 96,579 223 106,630 +100  +50,845

The CTR Act established a Task Force comprised of government, agency, and employer representatives
to develop guidelines and promote consistency in the application of CTR. This group devel ops an annual
report to the Legidature, and has devel oped the Task Force Guidelines, which provide direction on
implementing the requirements of the CTR Law.

In King County, the CTR Act appliesto any employer, public or private, having 100 or more full-time
employees who are scheduled to begin work between 6:00 AM and 9:00 AM. Affected employers are
required to develop and implement a CTR program that includes the following primary components:

» Designation of atransportation coordinator. The coordinator’s name and contact information
must be prominently displayed and distributed to employees.

* Regular distribution of information to employees regarding aternatives to SOV travel.
¢ Anannua progress report.

» A set of measures designed to achieve applicable commute trip reduction goals. This requirement
may be reached by implementing any number of SOV reduction measures. No individua
measure is mandatory, but employees are required to implement a sufficient combination of
measures so as to make a“ good faith effort” toward reaching the applicable goas. Typical
measure implemented include:

> Provision of preferential parking or reduced parking charges, or both, for high occupancy
vehicles.

> Ingtituting or increasing parking charges for single-occupant vehicles.

Provision of commuter ride matching services to facilitate employee ridesharing for commute
trips.

Provision of subsidiesfor transit fares.
» Provision of vansfor van pools.

> Provision of subsidies for car pooling or van pooling.
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Permitting the use of the employer's vehicles for car pooling or van pooling.

> Permitting flexible work schedulesto facilitate employees use of transit, car pools, or van
pools.

> Cooperation with transportation providers to provide additiona regular or express service to
the worksite.

» Construction of specia loading and unloading facilities for transit, car pool, and van pool
users.

> Provision of bicycle parking facilities, lockers, changing areas, and showers for employees
who bicycle or wak to work.

> Provision of aprogram of parking incentives such as a rebate for employees who do not use
the parking facility.

> Establishment of a program to permit employees to work part or full time at home or at an
alternative worksite closer to their homes.

> Establishment of a program of alternative work schedules such as compressed work week
schedules which reduce commuting.

> Implementation of other measures designed to facilitate the use of high-occupancy vehicles
such as on-site day care facilities and emergency taxi services.

With the exception of Redmond, the jurisdictions in the Trans-Lake study areawith CTR affected
employers contract with King County for assistance in implementing their CTR programs. King County
provides administrative services, aswell as awide range of employer support servicesto CTR affected
worksites. These services include assistance devel oping and promoting CTR programs, specialized CTR
training, ridematching services, and administration of the biennial CTR survey. In addition, King County
has developed severa partnership programs that it makes available to employers, such asHOV and
vanpool subsidies and the Flexpass program, which allows employers to purchase transit passes a a
discounted rate based on measured usage, rather than face value. One of the primary benefits of Flexpass
isthat it encourages occasional transit trips, since the reduced cost alows employers to distribute the
passes to potentia users who would not typically pay for afull transit pass.

CTR Results

Every two years, employees at worksites affected by CTR complete questionnaires to determine the mode
choice and vehicle milestraveled (VMT) of commuters. These results are compared to established goals
to determine if worksites are either meeting the goal's, or making progress towards the goals. Employers
who do not meet or make sufficient progress towards the applicable goals are required to implement
further programs to help achieve those goals. God's, which vary by zone, are summarized in Table 2.
CTR goas are referenced to the year an employer isidentified as being affected. For instance, an
employer in the Bellevue CBD who was identified in 1997 as being affected by the CTR would have a
1999 goal of 68.9%, while an employer in the same zone affected since 1993 would have a 1999 goal of
60.8%.
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Table 2
CTR Goals
Zone Name BaseYear | TwoYear | Four Year | Six Year | Eight Year
SOV Rate Goal Goal Goal Goal

Seattle Zones
Z1702 |North Seattle 85.0% 72.3% 68.0% 63.8% 55.3%
Z1703 |North Central Seattle 74.0% 62.9% 59.2% 55.5% 48.1%
Z1704 |Central Seattle 59.0% 50.2% 47.2% 44.3% 38.4%
Z1705 |Seattle Central Business District 43.0% 36.6% 34.4% 32.3% 28.0%4
Z1706 |South Seattle (Split Zone) 83.0% 70.6% 66.4% 62.3%4 54.0%
Z1707 |Duwamish 88.0% 74.8% 70.4% 66.0% 57.2%

East King County Zones
Z1708 |East King County 85.0% 72.3% 68.0% 63.8% 55.3%
Z1709 |Bellevue Central Business District 81.0% 68.9% 64.8% 60.8% 52.7%
Z1711 |Rura King County 90.0% 76.5% 72.0% 67.5% 58.5%

Table 3 showsthe overall average mode share for CTR affected employers for each of the past survey
years by jurisdiction. VMT results generally mirror the SOV mode choice results. The information from
Table 3 isfurther broken down in Figures 1-3. Figure 1 shows the change in SOV Mode share over time
(1993-1999). Figure 2 shows the current (1999) mode share breakdown by jurisdiction. Finally, Figure 3
illustrates the mode shift experienced at CTR sitesin each jurisdiction since 1993.

Table3

CTR Survey — Changein Mode Shares, 1993-1999

Jurisdiction SOV Transit Carpool Walk/Bike Vanpool Other

1999 Change 1999 Change 1999 Change 1999 Change 1999 Change 1999 Change

Share Tg;g Share Sllggg Share Tg;g Share Tg;g Share Tg;g Share sllggg
Bellevue 71.9% -51 5.3% +1.9 15.8% +1.8 1.0% 0.0 0.5% +0.2 5.4% +1.2
I ssaquah 74.7% -134 0.7% +0.4 17.9% | +10.9 0.3% -2.3 4.2% 4.2 2.2% A1
Kirkland 72.3% -9.0 3.4% +1.9 17.0% +5.2 1.9% 0.0 1.2% +1.2 4.1% +0.6
Mercer Iddand * | 69.5% -10.1 3.2% +1.7 20.7% +4.5 0.9% +0.1 1.0% +1.0 4.7% +2.7
Redmond 73.6% -11.0 3.1% +2.7 16.4% +6.5 2.1% +0.5 1.0% +0.5 3.8% +0.6
Seattle 42.7% -5.8 30.7% +5.0 16.2% +0.3 4.9% -0.2 0.8% 0.0 4.7% +0.7

* Mercer Idand data available for 1993 and 1997 only.
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Figurel

CTR Survey - SOV Mode Share: 1993- 1995

90%-—

80%-

60%—

40%-—

20%-

Bellevue Issaquah Kirkland Mercer Island Redmond Seattle

SOV % By Year

Figure2

1999 CTR Results

Seattle

Redmond

Mercer Island * Esov

O Transit
Ocarpool

Kirkland B Wwalk/Bike
O Vanpool
B other

Issaquah

Bellevue

f f f f f f f T
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Mode Share * Mercer Island results for 1997
Lns Trans-Lake Washington Project Technical Memorandum

Q Existing TDM Programs 5 Transportation Demand Management



TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM (Continued)

Other

Vanpool

Walk/Bike

Carpool

Transit

SOV

Figure3

CTR Survey - Mode Shift 1993-1999
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Regional TDM Activities

TDM actions not mandated by the CTR Act have also been implemented on aregional basis in the Puget

Sound area.

wSsDoOT

WSDOT’ s Office of Urban Mobility (OUM) has established a TDM Resource Center. This center
maintains awell developed online website of resources, and manages several TDM related studies and
programs. The resource center’s primary activates include:

* Vanpool Market Study for Puget Sound: This study analyzed existing use and impacts of
vanpooling programs, and identified growth opportunities in the Puget Sound region. Among its
findings, the study revealed that vanpooling is used more frequently for trips of longer distances,
as 7% of commute trips over 20 milesin the Puget Sound region are made by vanpool, compared
to 2% of al commute trips regardless of length. In addition, the study found that the Puget Sound
region has the largest existing vanpool program in the country, in terms of vans per capita. Phase
Il of thisstudy isjust starting, and will focus on the implementation of options from among 16
recommendations identified during phase .
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* Integration of TDM in State Transportation Projects: The TDM resource center has been actively
working to ensure that TDM is considered in every project that is conducted by WSDOT.

e TDM Traning Program and Guide: The WSDOT OUM has developed a TDM guide (1996) that
provides suggestions for integrating TDM strategiesinto planning projects. Additionally, aTDM
training program for planners and decision makers has been developed, and will beinitially
implemented in the winter of 2001.

» Trans-Lake Grant: The OUM has received a $450,000 grant to study TDM options for the Trans-
Lake corridor. Thisgrant will enable the OUM to investigate TDM programs and potential TDM
actionsto agreater degree than is planned for the Trans-Lake Washington Project. A particular
point of emphasis will be the relationship between land use and transportation.

*  Puget Sound Park-and-Ride Study: Thisstudy is a comprehensive appraisal at short-term, mid-
term, and long-term park-and-ride demand in the Puget Sound. Included are facility expansion
recommendations organized by corridor.

The Washington State Ferry system has devel oped a program that encourages HOV and vanpool use by
itsusers. 3-person + HOV's or 5-person + vanpool s can register to reserve a guaranteed spot on a
specific ferry run, allowing them to bypass long waits and ensuring passage at a specific time. The
program has active participants on al ferry runsleading into Seattle, and has experienced strong growth
in the past two years.

PSRC

The PSRC has a primary role in overseeing application of Growth Management Act requirementsin the
Puget Sound Region. As such, the PSRC is responsible for reviewing and certifying jurisdictions
comprehensive plan transportation elements for consistency with GMA requirements. GMA supports
TDM efforts by creating a denser, centers oriented land use, as well as by requiring that transportation
elements consider transit and nonmotorized needs.

The PSRC and WSDOT OUM have co-developed a Regional TDM Action Strategy, which is designed as
aframework to guide and coordinate implementation and integration of TDM efforts in the Puget Sound
region. The strategy comprises seven guiding initiatives:

1. Institute aregion-wide effort to implement adopted TDM policies, ensure regional coordination
and consistency, and increase public awareness of transportation issues and options.

2. Accelerate the development of infrastructure needed to support regional TDM activities,
including an extensive High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) system and supportive transportation
facilities.

3. Launch land use and corridor-based approaches to regional demand management, taking
advantage of near-term opportunitiesin local jurisdictions, comprehensive planning and in highly
visible corridor projects.

4. Aggressively expand both public and private vanpooling throughout the region.
Invest in aternative transportation products, services and innovations including those designed
and targeted for nonwork trips.
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5. Invest in aternative transportation products, services and innovations including those designed
and targeted for nonwork trips.

6. Develop financia disincentivesto driving alone and incentives for using other alternatives.
Investigate pricing mechanisms and innovations that more accurately reflect the true costs of
transportation.

7. Increase public investment in TDM research, programs and techniques.

The Transit Stations Communities Project is an effort to encourage projects that enhance the relationship
between transportation planning and land use development. State, local government and metropolitan
planning organizations are eligible to apply for discretionary grants totaling $120 million for 1999-2003.
The grant program is part of the federal government's overall Smart Growth Initiative. Projects currently
underway are:

* Regional Coordination and Awareness Campaign: A partnership between the PSRC and 1000
Friends of Washington to increase awareness and improve coordination of development
opportunities at transit station locations. The objectiveis to create a broader understanding of
transit-oriented devel opment among local governments, transit agencies, the development
community, and the general public.

» Loca Technical Assistance: The PSRC will select locations within the region to test strategies
for making transit-oriented development areality. Technical assistance activities under
consideration for usein this effort include:

> Station area "profiles’ with information on existing land use, zoning, demographics,
underutilized parcels, and other details that can help identify opportunities and constraints at
selected stations.

> Market analysis or feasibility studies for specific locations to determine short-term and long-
term potential for attracting transit-oriented devel opment.

» Technical assistance teams to participate in intensive charrettes focused on particular topics,
such as zoning and development regulations, leveraging private investment, or public/private
joint development agreements.

> Visua smulation exercises using virtua reality computer technology available at the
University of Washington. These simulations could help planning officials and the public
better understand possible land use changes in their communities.

The PSRC also is leading efforts to develop a standard Regional 1 TS architecture. The primary objective
of the Regional ITS Architecture project is to identify system replacements, enhancements, and new ITS
applications that are compatible with a complete and efficient “intelligent transportation” infrastructure
network. Thiswork is supportive of TDM effortsin that development of an ITS improvements will open
the door to improved traveler information services, and alow improved operation efficiencies for
alternative travel modes.

Another subject that the PSRC has explored transportation financing. A Transportation Pricing Task
Force was established by the PSRC in 1995. This group has explored and reported on topics such as the
“true,” or complete, cost of transportation, innovative transportation financing strategies, and the impacts
of transportation financing decisions.
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King County

King County’srolein implementing TDM programs has several fronts. As described previoudly, King
County’s CTR Services group provides assistance to jurisdictions with implementing their CTR
programs. Currently, Bellevue, Kirkland, Seattle, Mercer Island, and Issaquah contract for some level of
support, while Redmond independently manages its CTR program.

Asthe primary transit provider in the study area, King County has an essential role in supporting TDM
efforts through implementation and promotion of transit service options. In addition, the county has
developed awide range of TDM programs:

Flexcar: Aninnovative car sharing program where groups on people register for the service, and
share use of vehiclesthat are provided by the program. Users are charged based on the amount
they use the vehicles. The TDM aspect of Flexcar isthat users will be more likely to make auto
trips only for those trips for which a car is necessary. Flexcar is currently availablein the Capital
Hill, Queen Anne, Belltown, and Fremont neighborhoods of Seattle.

Ridematch Services. King County maintains a database of over 11,000 Puget Sound commuters
who are interested in vanpooling or carpooling. The ridematch database helps identify
commuters whose home and work locations, as well as work schedules, would alow them to
potentially carpool or vanpool.

Shop & Ride: This program provides additional park-and-ride access to transit at locations where
regular park-and-rides do not exist. Transit patrons can park at designated retailer parking lotsto

catch their bus, and in return agree to spend $30 per month at the participating retailer. There are

currently no shop and ride lot locations in the study area.

Vanpool Program: King County maintains the largest vanpool program in the country. King
County provides afull range of services as part of its vanpool program. Vanpool recruiting,
driver training, administration, and provision and maintenance of vans are elements of the
program. Vanpool users pay a monthly fee based on the size of the van used and length of
commute.

Transit Oriented Development (TOD): King County established a TOD programin 1998, and
has since participated in the development of TOD projectsin severa areas of the county. Within
the study, the following TOD projects have been built or are currently planned:

> Redmond Overlake: Plansfor a 300-unit apartment complex to be developed over the
Overlake Park-and-Ride lot are being finalized.

> DocesBuilding: Affordable residential units and retail to be developed downtown in close
proximity to transit services and employment.

> Northgate: King County will lease 1100 park-and-ride stallsin alarge mixed-use
development next to the Northgate Transit Center.

» Convention Place: King County isinvestigating the potential to develop a pedestrian and
transit oriented devel opment in the space over the Convention Place Station.

> Future Developments: King County is currently studying the potential for TOD at asitein
the University District, aswell as at park-and-ride |ots throughout the region.
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e BuslInfo: King County produces schedules and route maps, available online or in print, for every
routein its bus system. Additionally, the website features locator maps to help transit patrons
identify which routes provide service in each area of the county. King County also staffsarider
information phone line that patrons can call to get specific route and schedule information for the
trip the need to make.

Commuter Challenge

The Commuter Challenge is a non-profit organization affiliated with the Economic Development Council
of Seattle & King County, and additionally supported by local jurisdictions, the Puget Sound Clean Air
Agency, King County, and the WSDOT. Commuter Challenge’s primary role is to recognize employers
that have implemented strong and successful CTR programs. This recognition program involves an
annua awards ceremony, where Diamond Awards are presented to a dozen or so King County employers
deemed to have the most outstanding CTR programsin avariety of categories. Additiona recognition is
given through the Pacesetter Award, which is given to employers in King County who have taken positive
stepsinimplementing or improving CTR programs. The awards a so recognize employees who are not
affected by the CTR law, but voluntarily implement CTR programs.

Local TDM Activities

Several of thejurisdictionsin the study area have initiated TDM efforts beyond CTR program
implementation.

Béllevue

Bellevue hasimplemented a* One Less Car Campaign,” which includes a website devoted to information
on aternative transportation modes. Transit information, bicycling and walking information, trip
reduction tips and strategies provided by citizens, and aresource and contact list are included. Bellevue
al so has produced atransit locater map, with versions available online and in print.

TransManage is a private, non-profit Transportation Management Association (TMA) that is operated by
the Bellevue Downtown Association. TransManage' s purposeis to help reduce automobiletripsin
downtown Bellevue by providing marketing and management services to member employers.

Sound Transit and the City of Bellevue have implemented a weekend shuttle during the holiday season.
This shuttle provides service between the S Bellevue and S Kirkland park-and-ride lots and downtown
Bellevue, and is designed to reduce vehicle use in the commercial core during the holiday shopping
Season.

The Access Downtown TDM program isalimited term TDM program designed to mitigate the traffic
impacts associated with construction of the Access Downtown project in Bellevue. The programis being
implemented by the City of Bellevue, TransManage, and King County. The components of the program
include:

Outreach to employers and building managers to offer trip reduction programs.

Area FlexPass to dl downtown employers.

Provide enhanced ridesharing services to increase participation in vanpools and carpools.
Extensive marketing campaign to publicize available transportation options.
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Another trip reduction program has been implemented by the cities of Bellevue and Redmond as part of
the Bel-Red/Overlake Transportation Study (BROTYS). As part of the BROTS program, a two-year
demonstration effort has begun with the intent of increasing participation in vanpools and carpools. The
program islargely promotiona in nature, and will include the following components:

*  Qutreach efforts to employersin the Overlake area.
»  Focused ridesharing coordination.

* Rideshare website.

* Vanpool incentives.

* Marketing and promotional efforts.

Bellevue has a so instituted several TDM-supportive programs. These include the Bicycling in Bellevue
program, which providesinformation of bike routes as well as riding tips; the Wakway/Bikeway minor
capital fund, which provides a source of funding for minor pedestrian and bicycle linkages; and the
Neighborhood Transit Links program, which will establish pedestrian connections between existing
neighborhoods and transit service locations.

Bellevue's city code and development standards contain TDM supportive requirements. Large
developmentsin Bellevue are required to submit a Transportation Management Plan (TMP). The TMP
requirements vary depending on development type, size, and |location, but generally include measures to
encourage use of non-SOV modes, such as identifying an employee transportation representative or
providing information on alternative commute modes. Bellevue also maintains maximum parking
allowances for many land use types, and allows shared use parking if certain conditions are met.

Redmond

In addition to the aforementioned BROTS TDM effort, the City of Redmond has instituted a speciaized
shuttle route from the Kingsgate area to downtown Redmond and Redmond Town Center via Willows
Road. The unique feature of thisrouteisthat it is geared toward commuters, and provides DART service
to certain residential and business aress.

The Greater Redmond TMA is aprivate, not-for-profit Transportation Management Association that
provides transportation services, commute trip reduction planning, and education to a consortium of
major employers. The GRTMA has a current membership of 179, representing about 55,000 empl oyees.
Among the GRTMA's efforts are a comprehensive website with specific, detailed information on
alternative commuting modes. In addition, the GRTMA operates Ridequest.com, a specialized
ridematching service aimed specifically at commuters who work in Redmond.

Redmond' s city code includes several TDM supportive measures. New devel opments are required to
implement transit supportive facilities. The measures required are tailored to each specific land use type.
Typica requirements include direct pedestrian access and circulation, building clustering, covered
walkways, bicycle facilities, and transit shelters and facilities. All industrial and commercial
developments in Redmond that are large enough to warrant transportation mitigation are also required to
develop TMPs. The TMP requirements are generally similar to requirements for CTR affected
employers.
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Seattle

Sesttle has recently instituted several TDM programs grouped under the program title of “Way to Go
Seattle.” Included in this program isthe “One Less Car” campaign, apilot project where The City will
offer approximately 25 households a weekly financial incentive and information to help them reduce
automobile use, try other transportation options, and rethink the way they use their car for both
commuting and errands or entertainment. Most likely, the project will show people that they can save
money and simplify their lives by not owning their second or third, or even first car. In exchange,
participating families will sign a contract to not use their "extra" car during the pilot, keep adiary of their
transit behavior and choices, and help us determine both the barriers and incentives to car trip reduction.

The other primary component of the Way to Go Seattle campaign is the Car Smart program. Car Smart is
aTDM campaign aimed at neighborhoods. The centerpiece is awebsite that providesinformation, tips
and ideas, resources, and a bulletin board relating to transportation information. Car Smart aso includes
a community grant program, where neighborhood groups can apply for funding up to $5000 for programs
or projects that are designed to reduce SOV commuting.

In the downtown, Seattle has reserved on-street and off-street parking spaces for registered HOV’'s and
Vanpools. These spaces promote non-SOV use by ensuring convenient, discounted cost parking for
carpools and vanpools.

Sesttle’ s development standards contain provisions limiting the maximum amount of provided parking
for most land uses. Additionally, conditions are outlined to identify opportunities for shared parking.
Bicycle parking is a specific requirement for multi-family and many commercial uses. Ininstances where
covered automobile parking is available, bicycle parking must aso be covered. In certain cases, Sesttle
also requires TDM elements as a condition of gaining a building and occupancy permits.

Also supportive of TDM efforts, Seattle maintains an aggressive bicycling program. This program
includes development of new facilities, designation of on-street routes where appropriate, the
aforementioned bicycle parking requirements, and provision of bicycling information online and in print.

Kirkland

In addition to CTR activities, Kirkland restricts employee parking at most locations in the central business
district. Also, Kirkland has an active nonmotorized program, which continues to pursue the
implementation of new TDM-supportive pedestrian and bicycle facilities.

University of Washington

The University of Washington (UW) maintains an aggressive TDM program. Located in a congested
urban setting just north of the SR-520 corridor, UW has an ongoing agreement with the City of Seattleto
implement programs and strategiesto limit vehicles trips to and from campus. The centerpiece of UW’s
TDM program is a subsidized transit pass termed U-Pass, which is available to all students, faculty, and
staff at a substantially reduced rate. U-Passis good for bus service on King County Metro, Sound
Trangt, and Community Transit. Free HOV parking is aso provided on campus for U-Pass holders.

To promote walking, the UW has implemented a free night shuttle to provide students living near campus

aride home after dark. For bicyclists, bike racks are located throughout the campus. Use of the bicycle
racksisfree. For $50 per year, bicyclists can rent enclosed, secure bike lockers instead.
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Date: January 5, 2001

Subject: Review and Identification of TDM and TDM-Supportive Comprehensive Plan Polices

E-File ID: 100300
File Code: 100300-TM2
M ethodology

A review of comprehensive plans was completed to identify the policy direction regarding Travel
Demand Management (TDM) established by each of the jurisdictionsin the Trans-L ake study area.
Transportation and Land Use elements of comprehensive plans for Beaux Arts, Bellevue, Clyde Hill,
Hunts Point, Issaguah, King County, Kirkland, Medina, Mercer I1sland, Redmond, Sezttle, and Y arrow
Point were reviewed to identify policiesrelating to TDM or TDM-supportive strategies.

Identification of TDM strategies is complicated by the somewhat elusive definition of just what
constitutes travel demand management. TDM typically refersto programs or actions that focus on
reducing the demand for single-occupant vehicle travel. TDM actions can include vanpooling and
carpooling programs, public awareness/education, rideshare matching services, employer based programs
such as Commute Trip Reduction (CTR), parking or congestion pricing, transit rider information, and
incentive programs. Also, land use and parking policies that result in reduced SOV trips are often
considered TDM elements as well.

In addition to demand-side programs that are aimed at reducing travel, there are many actions focused on
the supply of transportation services or infrastructure that are not specifically TDM actions themselves,
but do support TDM or are necessary for TDM programs to succeed. For example, expansion of the
HOV system would not be considered a TDM action, although it would support TDM efforts aimed at
increasing use of ridesharing or transit.

Rather than try to limit this review to TDM-specific strategies, al policies that support TDM efforts are
identified. Policies are grouped into eight categories, defined as follows:

TDM Specific Policies

» TDM — Programs specifically designed to reduce demand for SOV travel through a variety of
actions. This category includes all strategies that aim at increasing utilization of non-SOV modes
that are focused on the use side, rather than the facility or service development side. (Employer
based programs categorized under CTR. Land Use and Parking strategies a so categorized

separately).

» CTR- Strategiesinvolving employer-based TDM programs designed to limit commute trips.
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» Parking — Strategies involving parking supply or costs that have the potential to reduce SOV use.

» Land Use—Actions or strategies that support SOV reductions through land use actions, such as
devel opment review requirements or zoning regulations.

TDM Supportive Policies (Focus is on the supply of infrastructure or services).

* HOV - Physica improvements to the HOV system. (Programs designed to encourage use of
HOV s are categorized under TDM).

*  Nonmotorized — Actions to improve nonmotorized transportation facilities. (Programs designed
to encourage use of Nonmotorized Transportation are categorized under TDM).

* Trangit — Strategies to improve transit service and facilities, as well as access to trangit.
(Programs designed to encourage use of transit are categorized under TDM).

» Multimodal — Strategies promoting a focus on modes other than SOV. These differ from the
TDM category in that their focus is on the provision of aternative modes, rather than the use of
alternative modes.

Summary of Findings

Local jurisdictions have ingtituted a wide range of policies aimed at managing travel demand, aswell as
policies supporting development of facilities and services that have direct benefitsto TDM programs.
Each of the larger jurisdictions in the study area has adopted policies related to seven or more of the eight
policy categories defined previously. The smaller jurisdictions, including Beaux Arts, Clyde Hill, Hunts
Point, Medina, and Y arrow Point, have comprehensive plans with narrower focuses, and therefore have
not typically established policies that support TDM efforts. The exception is'Yarrow Point, which
includesin it's comprehensive plan two genera polices supporting TDM and Transit measures to address
travel demand on the SR-520 corridor. Table 1 summarizesthe TDM and TDM-supportive areas covered
by jurisdictions' comprehensive plan palicies.

The policiesidentified have aso been further classified within each category by focus. The focus
attempts to group like polices by intent within each broader category. The focus areas identified for each
category are asfollows:

e TDM - Coordination, Disincentives, Education/Promotion, Expanded Focus, Incentives, SOV
Trip Reduction, System Efficiency.

e CTR- Implement CTR Programs.

Parking - Coordination, Non-SOV, Pricing, Supply.

Land Use - Density/Infill, Jobs/Housing Balance, Mitigation, Mixed Use, Multimodal
Support/Access, Transportation/Land Use Connections, Urban Centers Concepts.

HOV - Complete Regiona System, Local System Improvements.

Nonmotorized - Connect Activity Centers, Develop System.
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» Trangt - Local Service, Regional/High Capacity Service, Service Improvements, Support
facilities, Transit/Land Use Linkage, Transit Access.

e Multimodal - Provide and Promote Modal Options.

Appendix A contains full information on the policiesidentified. The policies are grouped by category,
focus, and agency, with policy text and source references provided. Some policies did not as clearly fit
into asingle category or focus area. In these cases, the most applicable category and focus were

identified and applied, rather than grouping the policy in multiply aress.

Tablel

TDM and TDM Supportive Polices in Local Comprehensive Plans

& ke & 3 < 2 e £ 2 2 & &
TDM o m o o m M M
CTR O 0 M * * O *
Parking O (O [ [ L] (1] [T]
Land Use O (0 (1] (1] (L] L[] L[]
HOV O M M [0
Nonmotorized g M M M M M
Transit O (0 (1] (1] L] L[] (O [
Multimodal o [ ([ (0

* While these jurisdictions have enacted CTR Ordinances and do administer CTR programs, their Comprehensive Plans do not

contain policies specifically focused on CTR.

TDM Specific Policies

Each of the primary jurisdictionsin the study area has established specific TDM policies. Table 2 further
breaks down TDM policies by focus. More general polices aimed at expanding TDM efforts and
reducing SOV travel have been established by most of the jurisdictions. On the other end of the
spectrum, more specific polices, such as those dealing with providing incentives or disincentives, or even
increasing promotion of TDM programs, have only been adopted by a few jurisdictions. Interestingly,
only Redmond has established a policy that encourages coordinating TDM efforts with other agencies.

Bellevue, Redmond, Seattle, and King County have established a broad range of TDM policies that cover
several of the focusesidentified. Issaquah, Kirkland, and Mercer Island have more narrowly focused
policies that cover only one or two of the focus areas. Yarrow Point also has ageneral TDM policy that is

aimed at improving the system efficiency.
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While al of the primary jurisdictions have well established CTR programs, Seattle, Kirkland, and King
County have not adopted comprehensive plan policies that specifically relate to commute trip reduction or
employee-specific TDM measures. All of the primary jurisdictions have adopted land use and parking
policies aimed at reducing travel demand.

Table?2

Focus of TDM Policies

o) —
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TDM Policy 3 < S o = = 3 = L‘UL) © > ﬁ
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Coordination O
Disincentives O (O
Education/Promotion [ (0 o
Expanded Focus O [ (O L]
Incentives O (0 (O
SOV Reduction O (g [ (0 [ ([
System Efficiency O L] (1] (L]

TDM Supportive Policies

In addition to policies specificaly targeted at managing travel demand, polices that support TDM by
providing additional multimodal facilities or services were also identified. Each primary jurisdictionin
the study area had policies related to transit and nonmotorized transportation (shown previously in Table
1). Thesejurisdictions, with the exceptions of Issaquah and Mercer I1sland, also have established policies
in support of HOV facility development. However, HOV policies were not nearly as prevalent as transit
and nonmotorized policiesin any of the plansreviewed. Finally, several policiesthat advocated for the
development of atransportation system with avariety of modal choices were categorized as
“Multimodal.” All of the primary jurisdictions except Redmond had one or more policies of thistype.

Each of these polices are presented in Attachment 1-B1, arranged by category and focus.
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TRANS- LAKE WASHI NGTON STUDY

Attachment 1-Bl: TDM Supportive Conprehensive Plan Policies

DRAFT 5- Jan- 01, Parsons Bri nckerhof f

Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

5-Jan-01

Coordination

Coordination

Coordination

Disincentives

Disincentives

Education/Promotion

Education/Promotion

Redmond

Redmond

Redmond

Bellevue

King County

Bellevue

Redmond

TR-52

TR-49

TR-51

TR-17

T-529

TR-16

TR-39

Work with other jurisdictions to develop TDM programs, policies,
regulations and strategies which are fair, consistent and in support of
local land use and transportation objectives.

Develop and maintain a list of acceptable TDM techniques. Employers
and developers should be allowed to propose TDM programs and
strategies which best fit their particular situation, with the assistance of
the City. Individual employers should not be required to have more
than one Transportation Management Program (TMP).

Encourage the development of Transportation Management
Associations (TMASs) in areas where employers are clustered within
the same vicinity.

Support establishment of federal and state gasoline taxes at levels
which provide a disincentive for use of single-occupant vehicles, and

use the proceeds to fund increased transit and other travel alternatives.

King County should work with the WSDOT, PSRC, and cities to
develop and implement a regional policy of appropriate applications of
transportation pricing strategies that reflect higher cost of peak hour
automobile usage.

Promote increased citizen awareness of travel alternatives available
for mid-day as well as commute trips.

Actively promote the use of bicycle and pedestrian transportation as
alternatives to the motorized transportation.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

5-Jan-01

Education/Promotion

Education/Promotion

Expanded Focus

Expanded Focus

Expanded Focus

Expanded Focus

Seattle

Seattle

Issaquah

King County

Redmond

Seattle

T7

T6

T-5.1

T-528

TR-53

T8

Initiate and support public awareness campaigns that focus attention on
the societal and environmental impacts and costs of travel choices,
and that make people aware of the range of travel choices available.
Inform those who now commute by single-occupant vehicle about the
economic, societal, and environmental costs of their choices. Support
federal, state, and other efforts that increase the single-occupant
vehicle driver's share of the true cost of car use.

Educate the public, especially youth, about the individual and societal
benefits of alternatives to cars. Encourage incentives and support
efforts to induce future generations to become regular users of transit
and non-motorized modes.

[TDM] Requirements: Implement and enhance existing transportation
demand management requirements and expand them beyond office
uses to other high volume generators such as retail stores,
entertainment and recreational facilities.

The County should recognize the financially support efforts to advance
TDM. To this end, funds should be identified in the annual Capital
Improvement Program or operating funds to implement transportation
demand management, strategies, public education/information,
research and planning.

Improve ride sharing services such as marketing, personalized
commuter assistance, ride matching and van pools through a
cooperative effort with transit providers and other Eastside
jurisdictions.

Support and promote commute trip reduction (CTR) programs,
telecommuting, electronic communications, variable work weeks,
flextime, and a variety of travel demand management (TDM)
strategies aimed at reducing the number and length of car trips and
increasing the efficiency of the transportation system. Develop and
implement a coordinated program of incentives, alternative travel
options, land use measures, innovative design, regulations, services,
and marketing strategies. Allow developers to choose among TDM
strategies. Where appropriate, pursue TDM strategies at the regional
level. Support implementation of advanced transportation and
communications technologies, such as intelligent vehicle, highway,
arterial, and transit systems.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

TDM

TDM
TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

5-Jan-01

Incentives

Incentives

Incentives

Incentives

SOV Trip Reduction

SOV Trip Reduction

SOV Trip Reduction

SOV Trip Reduction

SOV Trip Reduction

Bellevue

Bellevue

Redmond

Seattle

Bellevue

King County

Kirkland

Kirkland

Mercer Island

TR-14

TR-18
TR-47

T43

TR-68

T-525

T-52

T-55

TR3.1

Encourage major employment facilities to have child-care opportunities

on-site or nearby.
Support federal tax policies which promote transit and ridesharing.

Implement Transportation Demand Management strategies that
emphasize incentives rather than disincentives. Avoid imposing
disincentives to single-occupant vehicle travel when the City
determines there is an absence of reasonable transportation
alternatives.

Remove barriers to, and create incentives for, walking and bicycling
for commuting, errands, other short trips, and recreation.

Provide a safe system of park-and-ride and park-and-pool lots to
serve activity centers in the region and on the Eastside in order to
intercept trips by single-occupant vehicles closer to the trip origins,
reduce traffic congestion, and reduce total vehicle miles traveled.

TDM strategies should be used to promote travel efficiency and
energy conservation and reduce the adverse environmental impacts
of the transportation system. These strategies should include CTR,
demand and system management. TDM measures may include
telecommuting, congestion pricing, parking management,
non-motorized travel, site design standards, public information,
ridesharing, public transportation, joint use of parking facilities, and
park and ride and other intermodal transfer facilities.

By the year 2012, strive to achieve a mode split of 70 percent

single-occupant vehicle (SOV) and 30 percent transit/other mode in the

southwestern, northwestern, and northeastern subareas. Achieve a
mode split of 80 percent SOV and 20 percent transit/other mode in the
eastern subarea.

Promote transportation demand management (TDM) strategies to help
achieve mode split goals. TDM may include incentives, programs, or
regulations to reduce the number of single-occupant vehicle trips.

The City of Mercer Island will work to reduce total vehicle miles

traveled through implementation of transportation demand management

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

TDM

5-Jan-01

SOV Trip Reduction

SOV Trip Reduction

System Efficiency

System Efficiency

System Efficiency

System Efficiency

Redmond

Seattle

Kirkland

Redmond

Seattle

Yarrow Point

TR-54

T10

TR-46

T20

E2

measures and other techniques.

Reduce reliance on the single-occupant vehicle by establishing and
monitoring goals for use of alternatives modes of travel (e.g. "mode
split"). The mode split goals for each Transportation Management
District are shown in Table TR-4.

Evaluate, against the following mode choice goals, the success of the
City's and the region's land use strategies, and transportation systems
and programs, in reducing single-occupant vehicle use.

Develop an approach for measuring level of service that focuses on
the overall capacity of the transportation system to move goods and
people. New level of service standards should provide a
comprehensive, integrated approach to measuring the motorized and
nonmotorized components of the transportation system. Until this
system is developed, use the standards described in Policies T-5.2,
T-5.3, and T-5.4 below.

Place a high priority on the use of Transportation Demand
Management techniques as effective and efficient mechanisms for
addressing transportation problems. Use transportation demand
management techniques to help increase the person-carrying capacity
of the transportation system.

Do not attempt to provide street space to meet latent demand for travel
by car. Do not pursue freeway expansion for the sole purpose of
increasing general traffic capacity. Increase capacity of principal
arterials where and as appropriate, either by expansion or by
operating changes. Increase capacity on streets other than principal
arterials only if needed to improve safety; but allow increased
capacity for isolated connections to regional roadways to maintain the
integrity and continuity of the street system, or if needed to achieve
level-of-service standards. Use transportation system management
(TSM) techniques as appropriate to manage street space. Reallocate
street space among various uses (e.g., general traffic, transit, trucks,
carpools, bicycles, parking, pedestrians) as needed to enhance the
key function(s) of a street.

[Encourage use of carpools and vanpools]

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy Element

CTR

CTR

CTR

CTR

CTR

CTR

5-Jan-01

Implement CTR

Implement CTR

Implement CTR

Implement CTR

Implement CTR

Implement CTR

Bellevue

Bellevue

Bellevue

Bellevue

Issaquah

Mercer Island

TR-11

TR-8

TR-9

TR-12

T-5.6

TR 10.2

Encourage employers to permit employees to work part-time or Transportation Element
full-time at home, to reduce commute trips.

Coordinate with other Eastside jurisdictions, the private sector, and the  Transportation Element
transit provider to develop and implement uniform or compatible

transportation demand management regulations and strategies that are

consistent with and implement the state Commute Trip Reduction Act

and address the following factors:

- Parking;

- Services to increase high-occupancy vehicle use;

- Demand management program elements, including incentives; and

- Reporting, monitoring, and performance evaluation standards.

Require large employers to implement a commute trip reduction Transportation Element
program for employees, as mandated by the Commute Trip Reduction

Act. Evaluate program effectiveness every two years and, in

coordination with other Eastside jurisdictions, lower the employer

threshold if needed to achieve the City's goals for reducing use of

single-occupant vehicles.

Continue to ensure that the City as an employer sets a positive Transportation Element
example by maintaining a strong transportation demand management
program for its employees.

Commute Trip Reduction: Establish parking requirements and Transportation Element
standards that support CTR objectives by:

-Providing reserved parking spaces for carpool and vanpool vehicles
at locations convenient to building entrances;

-Re-evaluating parking standards to determine whether changes in
parking demand resulting from the CTR law, transit improvements,
employment growth or other reasons warrant revisions to the
standards.

-Work closely with employers that are not regulated by CTR program,
such as Issaquah District, to establish programs with similar goals to
reduce commute trips.

Consistent with King County's countywide policies requirements, the Transportation Element
City of Mercer Island establishes mode split goals for work trip travel

to the island as follows: transit 0.31%, carpool/ivanpool trip 16.45%

and single occupant vehicles - 83.24%.



Category Focus Agency Policy # Policy Element

CTR Implement CTR Mercer Island TR5.4 The City of Mercer Island complies with the Commute Trip Reduction ~ Transportation Element
requirements of the state through adoption and implementation of their
CTR plan.

CTR Implement CTR Mercer Island TR11 The City of Mercer Island encourages measures to reduce vehicular Transportation Element
trips consistent with the city's adopted Commute Trip Reduction (CTR)
Plan.

CTR Implement CTR Redmond TR-48 The City shall require large employers to implement a commute trip Transportation Element

5-Jan-01

reduction program for employees, as mandated by the Commute Trip
Reduction Act. The City shall evaluate program effectiveness every
three to five years and, in conjunction with other Eastside jurisdictions,
lower the affected employer size threshold if appropriate to achieve
the City’s goals for reducing use of single-occupant vehicles.



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

5-Jan-01

Coordination

Coordination

Coordination

Coordination

Non-SQV

Non-SQV

Pricing

Bellevue

King County

Kirkland

Mercer Island

King County

Seattle

Bellevue

TR-15

T-530

T-85
TR1.2

T-527

T31

TR-10

Reduce individual vehicle trips from nearby uses by encouraging
private development to undertake agreements on the joint use and
funding of shared parking facilities, with provision for pedestrian
linkages.

King County should work with the cities and other affected agencies to
develop a regional parking strategy which is consistent with the intent
of regional and local transportation plans to encourage HOV vehicle
travel and to increase transit ridership. This strategy should include
establishing minimum and maximum parking ratios.

Coordinate parking policies with adjacent jurisdictions

The City of Mercer Island encourages businesses and residential
areas to explore opportunities for shared parking and other parking
management strategies.

Management of employee parking should be used to discourage
commuting by SOVs, such as provision of preferred parking for HOV
and bicycle parking. Regulations should consider the accessibility to
adequate public transportation and HOV facilities and services. The
Guideline for Commuter Parking Policies, approved by the Growth
Management Planning Council on January 19, 1994, should be used
as a guideline for parking facility and service requirements instituted
by the County.

Establish or maintain minimum long-term and/or short-term off-street
parking requirements for new development for special vehicles and
purposes, where appropriate, such as carpools, vanpools, bicycles,
zero-emission vehicles, and vehicles for persons with disabilities.

Work with other jurisdictions in King County to establish and implement
compatible programs to limit the supply of commuter parking for
single-occupant vehicles. Consistent with the Countywide Planning
Policies, introduce parking pricing techniques to discourage
single-occupant vehicles, such as:

- Establish methods to charge for parking single-occupant vehicles;

- Impose a parking tax, through state enabling legislation; and

- Provide tax incentives and other credits to employers that eliminate
employee parking subsidies.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

Parking

5-Jan-01

Pricing

Pricing

Supply

Supply

Supply

Supply

Supply

Redmond

Seattle

Issaquah

Mercer Island

Redmond

Redmond

Redmond

TR-61

T25

T-55

TR11.1

TR-58

TR-55

TR-56

The City should pursue parking pricing strategies as a mechanism to
support its transportation demand management objectives.

Consider imposing a commercial parking tax, but only if it is imposed
regionally. Use revenues, at least in part, to enhance non-auto modes.

Adjacent to Transit: Allow additional parking below the maximum
standard for developments located adjacent to transit service or
facilities. Pedestrian facilities should be provided in exchange for
reductions in required parking.

The City of Mercer Island will establish flexible parking requirements
for CBD development based on the type and intensity of the proposed
development; the site location; the potential for impacts on adjacent
uses; the opportunities for transit, carpooling or shared parking; and the
objective to enhance the pedestrian environment in the site design.

Establish and maintain a maximum parking ratio for employee parking,
with administrative flexibility to allow exceptions to the maximum if
appropriate.

Adjust minimum and maximum long-term parking requirements outside
of Downtown and Overlake to fit the 1993 level of demand. If
consistent with demonstrated constraints imposed by financing
institutions, reduce this requirement further as transportation options
increase with development of enhanced transit service and/or as
demand drops with achievement of Commute Trip Reduction Act
goals.

Set the minimum and maximum long-term parking requirements in
Overlake and Downtown below the 1993 level of parking demand, if
consistent with demonstrated constraints imposed by financing
institutions. Phase in this requirement as transit service is enhanced.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Parking

Parking

Parking

5-Jan-01

Supply

Supply

Supply

Redmond

Redmond

Seattle

TR-59

TR-57

T26

Encourage the adjustment of parking ratios less than the required
minimum for office, industrial, institutional and mixed-use land uses
by:

A. Streamlining the process for new development to provide less than
the minimum parking where demand for employee parking is below
normal;

B. Allowing and encouraging property owners of major work sites to
reduce their parking supply, especially where an excess exists, to
support Commute Trip Reduction Act goals;

C. Allowing reductions in minimum parking ratios in exchange for
contributions to improved transit services and/or facilities; and

D. Allowing parking to be provided below the minimum ratio where
there are incentives to redevelop existing sites in employment centers
supported by transit and where such actions are not likely to cause

Consistent with demonstrated constraints imposed by financing
institutions, apply parking ratios that reflect the least amount of parking
spaces (intended for employee parking) required for development
approval where forms of transportation other than private automobile
are available to serve commuter needs.

Consider establishing maximum parking limits for long- and short-term
off-street parking to be provided by new non-residential development,
tied to the changing availability of non-auto modes in a particular area.
Review minimum parking requirements and maximum limits
periodically as conditions change, such as land use mix, land use
density, and the availability of transit and other non-auto modes.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Density/Infill

Jobs/Housing Balance

King County

Kirkland

Kirkland

Kirkland

Mercer Island

Mercer Island

Seattle

Bellevue

U-502

LU-5.2

LU-2.2

LU-5.3

4.1

15

L1

TR-4

King County shall seek to achieve through future planning efforts over
the next twenty years, an average zoning density of at least seven to
eight homes per acre in the Urban Growth Area through a mix of
densities and housing types. A lower density zone may be used to
recognize existing subdivisions with little or no opportunity for infill or
redevelopment.

Maintain and enhances Kirkland's Central Business District (CBD) as a
regional Activity Area, reflecting the following principles in
development standards and land use plans:

-Create a compact area to support a transit center and promote
pedestrian activity.

(more..)

Use land efficiently, facilitate infill development or redevelopment, and,
where appropriate, preserve options for future development

Support Totem Lake's development as a regional Activity Area with a
diverse pattern of land uses.

-Recognize the area around Totem Lake Mall and Evergreen Hospital
as the "core" district where higher densities and intensities of land use
are focused. Create a compact area to support transit center and
promote pedestrian activity.

(more..)

A higher concentration of residences should be located in close
proximity to the core commercial area within the existing CBD
boundaries and provide for the major focus of residential growth within
the community

A maximum floor area ratio should be established which provides the
economic incentives for redevelopment; provides sufficient intensity to
support transit, bicycle and pedestrian facilities; and creates a focus
for social, cultural and commercial activities and supports the design
elements of the plan.

Promote development in compact mixed-use neighborhoods, which
shall be designated as urban villages.

POLICY TR-4. Work with other jurisdictions to achieve a jobs/housing
balance that makes it possible for people to live closer to where they
work.

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

10



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Jobs/Housing Balance

Jobs/Housing Balance

Mitigation

Mitigation

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Bellevue

Redmond

Issaquah

King County

Bellevue

Issaquah

LU-22

TR-4

T-1.6

T-526

LU-4

L-4.1

Encourage the development of housing within the Downtown including
units targeted to workers who are expected to fill jobs to be created in
the Downtown over the next decade.

Emphasize planning of land uses which minimizes the demand for
travel by:

A. Providing for a mixture of compatible, complementary uses in close
proximity to each other, and

B. Providing for a balance of employment and housing within the City
limits.

Reduce Transportation Demand: Provide opportunities through the
development review process that reduce transportation demand
City-wide.

-VMT based mitigation (vehicle miles traveled)

-Aggregation of mitigation requirements.

-Transfer of mitigation from mode to mode.

Transportation demand and system management strategies beyond
those adopted as County regulation should be considered as mitigation
for traffic impacts of proposed development. Mixed-use development
should be promoted for reducing vehicle travel between land uses.
Mitigation payment for the new development should be based on trips
generated after consideration of the effects of TDM measures.

Support inclusion of residential uses in commercial districts where
compatibility can be demonstrated.

Cultural and Business District (CBD):
.. .maximize public access to [developments] by:

4.1.1.4 Permitting mixed use buildings and development projects . . .
4.1.1.5 Permitting parking requirements to be met by the use of flexible
and creative mechanisms such as allowing on-street parking to credit
toward parking requirements, shared parking, and other methods;

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

11



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use
Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Issaquah

Issaquah

King County

King County

Kirkland
Kirkland

Kirkland

Kirkland

Mercer Island

L-35

L-33

U-619

T-203

LU-3.2
LU-3.1

LU-3.3

LU-4.2

11

Neighborhood hubs: Establish overlay zones for appropriate areas to
allow for neighborhood hubs. .. including:

3.5.1 Convenience services including bus stops (or intra-transit), Mom
& Pop scale groceries, day care, cafes; ..

3.5.3 Location within residentially zoned areas within 1/4 mile of
surrounding residential;

3.5.4 Site design limiting parking spaces and encouraging
pedestrian/bike access;

3.5.7 Mixed use developments (more..)

Mixed Use Neighborhoods: Mixed use neighborhoods shall be
encouraged in appropriate zones. . .

Community Business Centers may include residential densities from
12 to 48 homes per acre when convenient to a major arterial or well
served by transit.

The transportation system in the Urban Growth Area should be
consistent with urban development policies and growth targets.
System improvements should implement the Urban Land Use Chapter
and be prioritized according to the process contained in the
Transportation Needs report. Mixed land uses that reduce travel
demand should be supported.

Encourage residential development within existing business districts.

Provide employment opportunities and shops within walking or
bicycling distance of home.

Consider small-scale shops and services at or near the park and ride
lots.

Locate the most dense residential areas close to shops and services
and transportation hubs.

A mixed-use commercial core should be located adjacent to a regional
transit facility and be of sufficient size and intensity to create a focus
for the CBD.

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

12



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Mixed Use

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Redmond

Seattle

Seattle

Seattle

Bellevue

Bellevue

LU-61

T14

L86

L102

LU-19

TR-13

Redmond should encourage mixed uses in all commercial Land Use Element
designations, except those devoted to heavy commercial uses, such

as lumberyards, outdoor sales and automobile sales and repair.

Mixed-use developments shall be designed to encourage compatibility

among the uses. The uses within the development shall be

compatible with each other and surrounding uses.

Encourage a mix of complementary neighborhood businesses and Transportation Element
services in urban villages to encourage short trips easily made by

walking or bicycling.

Permit limited amounts of non-residential activity in some Land Use Element
higher-density multifamily areas in order to increase opportunities for

residents to walk to neighborhood services and to promote more

active street environments.

Permit commercial uses serving the needs of the residential population Land Use Element
at the street level of residential structures in specified areas, to

promote an active street environment and greater convenience to

services in high density neighborhoods.

Encourage adequate pedestrian connections with nearby neighborhood Land Use Element
and transit facilities in all residential site development.

Require new development to incorporate physical features designed to  Transportation Element
promote use of alternatives to single-occupant vehicles, such as:

- Preferential parking for carpools and vanpools;

- Special loading and unloading facilities for carpools and vanpools;

- Transit facilities, including comfortable bus stops and waiting areas,

adequate turning room, and where appropriate, signal preemption and

queue-jump lanes; and

- Bicycle parking and related facilities.

13



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Bellevue

Bellevue

Bellevue

King County

King County

TR-7

TR-53a

TR-6

T-534

U-511

Incorporate transit-supportive and pedestrian-friendly design features in - Transportation Element

new development through the development review process.
Examples include:

- Orient the major building entries to the street and closer to transit
stops;

- Avoid large surface parking areas between the building frontage and
the street;

- Provide pedestrian pathways that minimize distances to activities
and to transit stops;

- Where feasible, cluster major buildings within developments to
improve pedestrian and transit access;

- Provide weather protection in key areas, such as covered

walkways or arcades connecting buildings in major developments,
and covered waiting areas for transit and ridesharing;

- Design for pedestrian safety, including adequate lighting and paved,
hazard-free surfaces;

- Provide bicycle connections and secure storage convenient to major
transit facilities;

- Use design features to create an attractive, interesting pedestrian
environment that will stimulate pedestrian use;

- Design transit access into large developments, considering bus
lanes, stops, and shelters as part of project design; and

- Encourage the availability of restrooms for public use.

Work with private developers and the transit providers to integrate
transit facilities and pedestrian and bicycle connections into residential,
retail, manufacturing, commercial office, and other types of
development. [Amended Ord. 5058]

Locate new community facilities near major transit routes and in areas
convenient to pedestrians and bicyclists.

New land use plans, subdivisions and urban planned development
proposals should include project proposals which enhance
nonmotorized mobility and access.

The creation of Urban Planned Developments (UPDs) is intended to
serve as a model for achieving a mix of uses, appropriate
development patterns, and high quality design as well as providing for
public benefits which shall include:

a ...

d. transit and non-motorized transportation opportunities.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

14



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

King County

King County

Kirkland

Kirkland

Mercer Island

U-517

U-405

LU-3.5

LU-5.1

TR 6.4

King County zoning and subdivision regulations should facilitate the
creation of useable open space, community facilities and nonmotorized
access. Pedestrian mobility should be prioritized and the impact of
automobiles on the character of the neighborhood reduced.

Within the Full Service Areas with Transit Priority, King County shall
invest in transit and road improvements that support transit. . .

Incorporate features in new development projects which support transit
and nonmotorized travel as alternatives to the single-occupant
vehicle.

Reflect the following principles in development standards and land use
plans for commercial areas:

Urban Design

-Create lively and attractive districts with a human scale.

-Support a mix of retail, office, and residential uses in multistory
structures.

Access

-Encourage multimodal transportation options, especially during peak
traffic periods.

-Promote an intensity and density of land uses sufficient to support
effective transit and pedestrian activity.

-Encourage pedestrian travel to an within the commercial area by
providing: safe and attractive walkways; Close groupings of stores
and offices; ..

-Promote non-SOV travel by reducing total parking area where transit
service is frequent.

In the project development review process, the City of Mercer Island
will evaluate transportation implications including:

-transit requirements, for travelers and for transit operators;
-facilities and needs for travel by non motorized travel modes; and
-potential density bonuses in return for inclusion of transit supportive
actions.

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

15



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Mercer Island

Redmond

Redmond

Redmond

TR 6.6

TR-50

LU-97

TR-3

The City of Mercer Island encourages "transit friendly" principles in the
design of projects, including:

-locating structures on the site in order to facilitate transit and non
motorized modes;

-placing and managing on-site parking so to encourage travel by
modes other than single occupant vehicles;

-provision of convenient and attractive facilities for pedestrians and
bicyclists; and

-provision of public easements for access and linkages to pedestrian,
bicycle and transit facilities.

New development should provide physical features supportive of the
use of alternative modes of travel, such as:

A. Preferential parking for carpools and van pooals;

B. Bicycle parking and related facilities;

C. On-site shower and changing facilities;

D. Transportation information kiosks/displays;

E. Funding education and marketing efforts;

F. Special loading and unloading facilities for transit, carpools and van
pools; and

G. Strong pedestrian linkages to off-site destinations.

New developments should be designed to incorporate features to
encourage alternative travel modes, such as transit, biking and
walking.

New development and redevelopment shall be required to incorporate
transit and pedestrian supportive measures such as:

A. Providing secure and attractive pedestrian spaces;

B. Providing adequate sidewalks, bikeways, pathways and
crosswalks;

C. Minimizing walking distances between buildings and streets,
sidewalks and transit stops;

D. Clustering buildings near each other, near streets and near
intersections, where appropriate;

E. Preserving the connectivity of the pedestrian, bicycle and street
system;

F. Reducing vehicle speeds, walkway crossing distances and
improving visual character of neighborhood streets (through measures
such as reduced street widths); and

G. Designing transit access into large developments, considering bus
lanes, stops and shelters as part of the project.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Multimodal Support/Access

Multimodal Support/Access

Support Facilities

Transportation/Land Use

Transportation/Land Use

Seattle

Seattle

Redmond

Bellevue

Issaquah

L10

L105

TR-44

TR-1

L-34

As part of neighborhood planning designate and define the extent of
principal commercial streets for each urban village. Principal
commercial streets are those streets in the commercial area of each
urban village which are accessible both to automobiles and to transit
and which have or are planned to have sufficient quantity and variety
of commercial uses, in sufficiently close proximity to provide the
opportunity to meet a variety of residential needs and thereby
constitute opportunities and incentives to using non-motorized modes
of travel for work or shopping trips.

Establish use and development standards for pedestrian oriented
commercial zones which promote an environment conducive to
walking and a mix of commercial and residential uses that promote the
goals for these zones.

During the review process for new development or redevelopment
ensure that:

A. Pedestrian and bicycle rights-of-way and improvements are
secured with required frontage improvements consistent with the
adopted Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan;

B. On-site pedestrian facilities are provided which ensure adequate
connection to the general pedestrian circulation system;

C. Construction and implementation of other off-road and multi-use
trails and trails crossings as described in the City's Parks, Recreation,
and Open Space Plan (see the Parks and Recreation Chapter of the
Comprehensive Plan), or which are located within a development
area or within a shared corridor are coordinated with project review;
and

D. Safety and security considerations for non-motorized transportation

Integrate land use and transportation decisions to ensure that the
transportation system supports the community land use vision.

New neighborhoods: Establish development regulations that require,
where feasible, proposed newly developed neighborhoods to
incorporate:

3.4.3 Non-motorized links to all areas of the neighborhood;
3.4.4 Neighborhood hubs;
3.4.5 Residential mixed use.

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element
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Category Focus Agency Policy # Policy Element

Land Use Transportation/Land Use King County U-608 Design standards and land use plans for Unincorporated Activity Land Use Element
Centers should reflect the following principles:
a. Centers should be compact to encourage transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian travel. Multistory construction, structured parking and other
techniques to use land efficiently should be encouraged.
B. Compatible uses should be grouped to reduce conflicts among uses
and to increase convenience for businesses, employees, users and
pedestrians.

f. Routes for pedestrian, auto, bicycle, transit and truck travel within
centers should have convenient access to each major destination.
Buildings should be close to sidewalks to promote walking and
browsing, with parking areas located on the side or rear of buildings.

Land Use Transportation/Land Use Kirkland LU-3.6 Encourage vehicular and nonmotorized connections between adjacent  Land Use Element
properties.
Land Use Urban Centers Concepts Bellevue TR-3 Ensure that the Bellevue Downtown, a designated Urban Center, Transportation Element

includes the following:

- Intensity/density of land uses sufficient to support rapid transit,
- Mixed uses for both day and night activities,

- Pedestrian emphasis, and

- Alternatives to single-occupant vehicles.

Land Use Urban Centers Concepts Bellevue TR-2 Support the Urban Centers growth strategy of the Countywide Transportation Element
Planning Palicies by directing growth to Urban Centers and the area
with existing infrastructure capacity.

Land Use Urban Centers Concepts King County U-203 King County should encourage most population and employment Land Use Element
growth to locate in the contiguous Urban Growth Area in western King
County, especially in cities and the Potential Annexation Areas.

Land Use Urban Centers Concepts King County U-204 King County should encourage and actively support the development  Land Use Element
of Urban Centers to meet the region's need for housing, jobs,
services, culture, and recreation. Strategies may include exploring
opportunities for Joint Development or Transit oriented Development,
siting civic uses in mixed use areas, creating public/private
partnerships for infrastructure investments, and leveraging or utilizing
existing County assets in Urban Centers.

5-Jan-01 18



Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Land Use

5-Jan-01

Urban Centers Concepts

Seattle

Ti1

Provide adequate transportation facilities and services to promote and
accommodate growth and change in urban centers, urban villages,
and manufacturing/industrial centers. Seek to provide transit services
and walking and bicycling opportunities to enable urban centers and
urban villages to reach growth targets or planning estimates in a way
that minimizes single-occupant vehicle travel.

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy Element

HOV

HOV

HOV

HOV

HOV

HOV

5-Jan-01

Complete regional system

Complete regional system

Complete regional system

Local system improvements

Local system improvements

Local system improvements

Bellevue

King County

Seattle

Bellevue

Kirkland

Redmond

TR-52

T-510

T9

TR-67

T-4.2

TR-37

Support completion of the regional HOV system. Identify opportunities ~ Transportation Element
for access improvements to regional HOV facilities as new plans are
developed. [Amended Ord. 5058]

King County should pursue the cooperation of cities and the State in Transportation Element
developing a countywide arterial/transit route system. This system

should give preferential treatment for HOVs including transit, and for

efficient, seamless operation across jurisdiction boundaries.

Support the efforts of the state Department of Transportation to complete Transportation Element
the freeway high-occupancy-vehicle (HOV) lane system throughout
the central Puget Sound region.

Develop an integrated system of high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) Transportation Element
improvements linking Eastside activity centers to the regional HOV

system, to provide time advantages for HOVs over single-occupant

vehicles.

Consider improvements such as queue by-passes and arterial transit ~ Transportation Element
lanes for transit or carpool use that will increase the people-carrying
capacity of roadways.

Support and actively work toward an integrated system of arterial HOV ~ Transportation Element
improvements linking Redmond activity centers to the regional HOV

system in order to provide time advantages for HOVs over SOVs in

congested corridors.
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized
Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

5-Jan-01

Access to Transit

Connect Activity Areas

Connect Activity Areas

Develop System

Develop System
Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

King County

Bellevue

Kirkland

Bellevue

Bellevue
Issaquah

King County

King County

King County

T-532

TR-57

TR-55

TR-54
T-2321

U-621

U-622

T-537

Pedestrian and bicycle transportation should be promoted countywide
to increase safety, mobility and convenience for nonmotorized modes
of travel. These efforts should emphasize the ability of nonmotorized
modes to extend the efficiency of regional transit, promote personal
mobility in a range of land use areas and expand the transportation
alternatives available to the public.

Assign high priority to pedestrian and bicycle projects that serve the
following objectives:

- Address safety issues,

- Provide access to activity centers,

- Provide linkages to the transit and school bus systems,

- Complete planned pedestrian or bicycle facilities or trails, and

- Provide system connectivity or provide connections to the existing
portions of the system to develop primary north-south or east-west
routes

Promote pedestrian and bicycle networks that safely access
commercial areas, schools, transit routes, parks, and other
destinations within Kirkland and connect to adjacent communities,
regional destinations, and routes.

Consider pedestrians and bicycles along with other travel modes in all
aspects of developing the transportation system.[Amended Ord. 5168]

Promote and facilitate the effective use of non-motorized transportation.

Develop an interconnected network of non-motorized facilities. . .
Linked to the region's pedestrian and bicycle routes and recreational
trails.

Pedestrian and bicycle travel to and within the Community Business
Centers should be encouraged by safe and attractive walkways and
bicycle lanes and close grouping of stores.

King County zoning regulations should require off-street parking to be
in the back or to one side of buildings or enclosed within the building to
maximize pedestrian access from sidewalks.

Unused right-of-way should be inventoried and developed as
pedestrian, bicycle, and ADA connectors.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

5-Jan-01

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

Develop System

King County

Kirkland

Kirkland

Kirkland

Mercer Island

Mercer Island

Mercer Island

Redmond

Seattle

T-535

T-24
13

23

TR 4.2

TR-40

T42

Road design and traffic control of residential streets should give priority
to pedestrians and bicyclists while allowing automobile access to
residences.

Cooperate with adjacent jurisdictions to develop a regional network of
facilities for nonmotorized transportation.

Promote a comprehensive and interconnected network of pedestrian
and bike routes within neighborhoods.

Design streets with features that encourage walking and biking.

Street-level retail, office, and service commercial uses should
encourage a pedestrian-oriented circulation system. Site
improvements should enhance streets and sidewalks.

Safe and accessible underground parking areas and parking garages
should be placed to the rear of buildings to maintain pedestrian scale at
the street level.

The City of Mercer Island will work to provide for and encourage
non-motorized travel modes consistent with the Comprehensive Park,
Recreation, Open Space, Arts and Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan.

Develop and implement a Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan
which provides for a safe, coordinated system of bikeways,

walkways and trails, including through routes, to meet existing and
anticipated needs for non-motorized transportation. This Plan should
interconnect neighborhoods and be coordinated with the surrounding
jurisdictions to allow people to conveniently travel between and within
local activity centers by using non-motorized means.

Designate the Urban Trails System as shown in Transportation Figure
5 to facilitate walking and bicycling as viable transportation choices,
provide recreational opportunities, and link major parks and open
spaces with Seattle neighborhoods.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Nonmotorized

Nonmotorized

5-Jan-01

Develop System

Support Facilities

Seattle

Issaquah

T44

T-2.33

Integrate pedestrian and bike facilities, services, and programs into
both citywide and regional transportation systems where appropriate.
Encourage transit providers, the Washington State Ferry System, and
others to provide:

- Pedestrian amenities and weather protection;

- Safe and convenient pedestrian and bike access to transit stops,
centers, and stations, and ferry terminals;

- Adequate lighting, security, and other improvements for persons with
disabilities and special needs;

- Bike capacity on buses, trains, and ferries; and

- Covered, secure bike parking at transit centers and stations, and at
ferry terminals.

Support Facilities: Ensure that non-motorized support facilities are
provided throughout the City where needed. . .

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

5-Jan-01

Local service

Local service

Local service

Region/high capacity transit

Region/high capacity transit

Region/high capacity transit

Region/high capacity transit
Region/high capacity transit

Region/high capacity transit

Issaquah

Issaquah

Seattle

Bellevue

Bellevue

King County

Kirkland

Redmond

Seattle

T-221

T-2.25

T37

TR-51

TR-69

T-521

T-3.2
TR-28

T35

Local Transit: Work with King County's Metro Transit Services to
develop local community based transit service.

Local Shuttle Service: Encourage the development of a local shuttle
service to interconnect various land uses and activities and reduce
local automobile travel.

Work actively toward a citywide transit system -- the Local Initiative
for Neighborhood Circulation (LINC) -- that includes both limited-stop,
frequent service connecting urban centers, urban villages, and
manufacturing/industrial centers; and intra-community feeder service

connecting homes and businesses with neighborhood transit facilities.

The intra-community service may include small vehicles, flexible
routes, demand-responsive or dial-a-ride service, subsidized taxis,
night shuttles, or other types of service.

Participate actively in the development of regional transit facilities and
services to ensure incorporation of the City's transit needs in regional
system planning. Such active participation should serve to secure an
equitable share of regional facilities and services. [Amended Ord.
5058]

Participate actively in efforts to develop and implement the regional
transit system. Work to ensure that Eastside services and facilities
are high priorities for system implementation, including direct HOV
access to Downtown Bellevue and the Eastgate Park and Ride lot,
and expansion of the Bellevue Transit Center. [Amended Ord. 5058]

High Capacity Transit facilities and services which are consistent
with, and supportive of, the Comprehensive Plan should be supported
and implemented.

Support the development of region high-capacity transit in Kirkland.

The City of Redmond should be served by regional high capacity
transit facilities and services. The Overlake area, the Redmond
Downtown and the Southeast Redmond area should be locations for
high capacity transit stations.

Pursue high-capacity transit service (rail and/or bus) linking urban
centers with appropriate densities within the city and the region.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

5-Jan-01

Service improvements

Service improvements

Service improvements

Service improvements

Service improvements

Service improvements

Service improvements

Support facilities

Bellevue

Bellevue

King County

Mercer Island

Mercer Island

Seattle

Yarrow Point

Bellevue

TR-48

TR-47

T-515

TR8.2

TR4.1

T38

El
TR-53

Work with the transit providers to establish a hierarchy of transit
services focused on three major elements:

- Neighborhood Services

- Local Urban Service

- Inter-Community and Regional Services [Amended Ord. 5058]

Work with the transit providers to implement Bellevue's transit vision
(see Figure TR-11). Plan to make transit an attractive travel option for

local residents, employees, businesses and users of regional facilities.

[Amended Ord. 5058]

King County should plan, design, and implement a system of [transit]
services and facilities that support integration of regional and local
services, and that facilitate access to the system for pedestrian,
bicycle, transit collection/distribution services, and persons with
disabilities, thereby providing a viable alternative to auto usage.

The City of Mercer Island will work with King County Metro and the
RTA to ensure adequate levels of transit service linking Mercer Island
to the rest of the region.

The City of Mercer Island will work with King County Metro and other
transit providers to develop adequate transit services to meet the
needs of the island, including:

(examples .. .)

Work with the transit provider(s) to provide transit service that:

a. Is within 1/4 mile of at least 90 percent of the city's residences and
businesses;

b. Connects urban centers and urban villages with ten-minute
headways during most of the day, 15- to 30-minute headways during
the evening, and one-hour headways at night;

c. Is competitive with auto travel;

d. Operates reliably;

e. Is convenient, safe, secure, and comfortable; and

f. Has affordable fares and an integrated fare system.

[Increase use of public transportation]

Work with the transit providers to create, maintain, and enhance a
system of supportive facilities and systems such as transit centers,
passenger shelters, park and ride lots, bus queue by-pass lanes, bus
signal priorities, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, pricing, and incentive
programs.[Amended Ord. 5058]

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

5-Jan-01

Support facilities

Support facilities

Support facilities

Support facilities

Support facilities

Transit access

Transit access

Transit access

Issaquah

Issaquah

King County

Kirkland

Redmond

Bellevue

Bellevue

Bellevue

T-2.2.2

T-2.3.2.2

T-522

T-31

TR-36

TR-50

TR-53b

TR-58

Transit Support: Provide transit supportive facilities and road
improvements in transit oriented areas.

Encourage transit use by connecting entrances, parking areas and
neighborhoods to transit stops or facilities by ADA compatible
non-motorized facilities.

In transit-oriented areas, the County should invest in transit supportive
facilities and road improvements that support passenger comfort,
speed and reliability, such as signal and intersection prioritization,
passenger waiting areas and nonmotorized improvements through the
prioritization process in the Transportation Needs Report and Capital
Improvement Program.

Design transit facilities (stations, centers, park and rides, shelters, etc.)
to be easily accessible by other modes of transportation, accessible
to those with disabilities, and appealing to pedestrians.

Work with Metropolitan King County to plan and construct
transit-friendly road treatments along primary corridors and selected
transit routes. Elements of transit-friendly road treatments may include:

A. HOV lanes;

B. Priority signals for HOVs at selected intersections
C. Bus stops and bus turnouts;

D. Park and ride lots; and

Work with the transit providers to maintain and improve public
transportation services to meet employer and employee needs.
Develop and implement attractive transit commuter options, such as
park and ride facilities and local shuttle systems with sufficient
frequencies to increase use of transit for commuting and reduce
reliance on private automobiles. [Amended Ord. 5058]

Develop partnerships with the transit providers to implement projects
identified in the Transit Neighborhood Links Study to provide better
access to transit service. [Amended Ord. 5058]

Encourage transit use by improving pedestrian and bicycle linkages to
the existing and future transit and school bus systems, and by
improving the security and utility of park-and-ride lots and bus stops.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

5-Jan-01

Transit access

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

King County

Bellevue

Bellevue

Issaquah

King County

Kirkland

T-523

TR-76

TR-49

L-4.03
T-517

T-33

Transit centers and park-and-ride lots should include safe and
convenient access for buses, HOVs, pedestrians and bicycles to
minimize conflicts with other traffic. King County should promote
Transit Oriented Development at transit centers and park-and-ride lots
to meet passenger and commuter needs, increase transit ridership and
reduce vehicle trips. Park-and-ride facilities should be designed with
consideration of the most efficient use of land.

To promote transit use and achieve land use objectives, transit
system planning shall include the following:

- Provision of supportive land uses, including mixed use and
night-time activities;

- Design for a safe, pedestrian-friendly environment, with restrictions
on auto access;

- Integration of multiple access modes, including buses, carpools and
vanpools, bicycles and pedestrians;

- Urban design and community character;

- Protection of nearby neighborhoods from undesirable impacts; and
- Potential joint development opportunities with the private sector.
[Amended Ord. 5058]

Work with the transit providers to establish transit hubs at activity
areas in the City. Strategic locations for transit hubs include
Downtown Bellevue, Crossroads, Eastgate and Factoria. Direct the
most intensive levels of transit service to the designated transit hubs
which have been strategically located in the designated Urban Center
and Activity Centers of Bellevue. Work with the City of Redmond to
establish a transit hub at Overlake. [Amended Ord.5058]

Activity Areas should receive frequent peak hour transit service.

King County should adopt transit supportive policies assigning highest
priority to serving Urban Centers and Manufacturing Centers with
transit service, including transit priority by the County, cities, and the
Washington State Department of Transportation.

Base the alignment and location of stations for the future regional
high-capacity transit system on Kirkland's transportation and land use
plan.

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy

Element

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

Transit

5-Jan-01

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Transit/Land Use linkage

Redmond

Redmond

Redmond

Redmond

Seattle

TR-33

LU-34

TR-38

LU-39

T39

The City shall encourage development of a public transportation
system that allows people to conveniently travel between and within
local activity centers. Tailor service strategies to best suit the needs of
particular travel markets and land uses.

Priority for transit service and improvements should be given to
Downtown.

The city shall consider the need for transit facilities commensurate with
planned transit service when reviewing and issuing permits for
proposed private developments and public projects.

Transit planning should provide for adequate service levels to the
Overlake Advanced Technology Center. Site design for the center
shall be supportive of transit service and its patrons.

Integrate transit stops, stations, and hubs into existing communities
and business districts to make it easy for people to ride transit and to
reach local businesses. Provide adequate lighting, security, pedestrian
amenities, and weather protection. Minimize the negative impacts of
transit service and facilities on surrounding areas.

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element

Land Use Element

Transportation Element
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Category

Focus

Agency

Policy #

Policy Element

Multimodal

Multimodal

Multimodal

Multimodal

Multimodal

Multimodal

5-Jan-01

Provide and promote options

Provide and promote options

Provide and promote options

Provide and promote options

Provide and promote options

Provide and promote options

Bellevue

Issaquah

King County

King County

King County

King County

TR-22

T-13

T-201

T-202

T-208

T-505

Incorporate pedestrian and bicycling improvements into roadway Transportation Element
projects, and incorporate transit/high-occupancy vehicle
improvements where feasible.

Variety of Modes: Provide Multiple modes of transportation to all Transportation Element
residents.

The countywide transportation system should include: Transportation Element
a. Freeways, arterial streets, and local/neighborhood streets;

b. Local and express bus transit and paratransit services, including
ADA service programs;

c. High capacity transit;

d. High occupancy vehicle lanes and ridesharing facilities;

e. Demand and system management programs;

f. Facilities and programs for pedestrians, bicycles, and equestrians;
g. Facilities to accommodate freight and goods delivery, including
railroads;

h. Airports, and

|. Marine transportation facilities and navigable waterways.

Travel modes should interconnect to form an integrated, coordinated ~ Transportation Element
and balanced multi-modal transportation system that serves the travel
needs of the County both effectively and efficiently.

King County should develop variable mode split goals to reflect Transportation Element
differing circumstances such as intensity of land use and availability of

alternatives to single-occupant vehicle travel. The County should

pursue those goals through the implementation of policies that support

transportation demand management, transit service improvements,

and expansion of high-occupancy vehicle programs. The County

should recognize and financially support efforts locally, regionally, and

statewide to advance Transportation Demand Management

technologies.

The most cost-effective improvements should be considered first to Transportation Element
solve existing and future deficiencies before higher cost,

capital-intensive projects are considered. Efficiency improvements

supporting HOV and transit operations on existing roads should be a

higher priority than general capacity improvements enhancing SOV

travel.
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Category Focus Agency Policy # Policy Element

Multimodal Provide and promote options  Kirkland T-7.3 Emphasize transportation investments in high-occupancy vehicle, Transportation Element
transit, and nonmotorized improvements that provide alternatives to
single-occupant vehicles.

Multimodal Provide and promote options ~ Mercer Island TR4.3 The City of Mercer Island will support opportunities to facilitate Transportation Element
transfers between different travel modes through strategies such as:
-provision of small park and ride facilities throughout the island.

Multimodal Provide and promote options ~ Seattle T34 Support development of an integrated, multi-modal, regional Transportation Element

5-Jan-01

transportation system that includes commuter rail, new rapid rail

and/or light rail, interstate passenger rail, ferries, buses, community
feeder/circulator services, taxis, carpools, vanpools, bicycles,
pedestrians, and support facilities. Design and operate the facilities and
services to make inter-modal transfers easy and convenient.
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